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Chapter 1: Coordinating and Managing the Process

Introduction

Auburn’s "Consolidated Plan" reflects both the aspirations of the entire community while
identifying actions to remedy specific unmet needs. The City of Auburn's Consolidated
Plan is a strategy that coordinates all elements of community development — affordable
housing, neighborhood revitalization, economic development ef,s fiman services — into a
single plan. The City's Consolidated Plan includes both the } [y .,f Auburn's general fund
appropriations for human service and the distribution of g}é;s; : '}n 'ty Development Block
Grant (CDBG). It satisfies the application requirements#£0 1 the G grant provided to
the City by the federal government's Department of /}51 hg and ﬂf@'}Development
(HUD). % &’"“

,

Time Period: 2010-2014 % &
This Consolidated Plan, as well as any future amen é, if any, become effective
January 1, 2010, or upon its approva} date, whichever “gter. This version of Auburn's
Consolidated Plan expires on Decem % “_? '?@/VQ/M Beg1 in Program Year (PY) 2010,

Ve peng%? /Consequently, this plan
t/a ed annually; however, the

r capt ﬁfprOJects every two years, in

1ce grant proposals. In between grant

};oose to apf ppriate its capital funds for annual, non-

miergency ho pg repair program and/or neighborhood

vfi’éﬁ‘f?ﬂiégffﬁ%(} ‘has surplus appropriation authority, it
yposals for capli‘,a projects for the interim year between its

;,,
norm /giant sol1c1tat1cm pen‘x ¢k
/g’);% i ¥

2

e

The City of Au tbum is an en
(CDBG) funds’ The C1 is»:ﬁ”lso a member of the King County Housing Consortium for the
purpose of HOME‘ fun <As opportunities present themselves, Auburn agencies apply to
King County for HON’fE funds like any other Consortium member. For distribution of its
CDBG entitlement the City of Auburn receives applications for grants from local social
and supportive service agencies. The City of Auburn’s Department of Planning and
Community Development (DPCD) serves as the lead agency in the administration of
Auburn’s CDBG funds.

Collaboration & Partnership

Most of the City's human service and CDBG program is administered through contracts
administered by the City of Auburn's Department of Planning and Community
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Development. The only exceptions are grants awarded to other City departments in which
Memorandums of Understanding are prepared for these monies, City staff prepares the
necessary documents for each agency receiving a grant award. DPCD administers the
contracts to assure their compliance with the City Council’s intent and applicable
regulatory stipulations. During the course of the contract, DPCD staff meets regularly with
agencies to monitor their contracts, provide technical assistance, and resolve problems that
may occur.

Figure 1.1 illustrates the City of Auburn's delivery of human servige, programs and
activities. The entire process is interactive and collaborative /Wgtﬁrvice providers,

consumers and elected officials. It begins with the develop ‘ié:pf the Consolidated Plan.
Using demographic data from the U.S. Census Bureau ndofl e%%"g ces, the Consolidated
Plan presents the human service needs of the City. N %agenc g,gggrovide their input
through the grant applications they submit requestifg funds to undertfl{"g;;agtiviﬁes that
address particular human service needs. The (/31‘; d ermines which gr ts/and,
subsequently its human service priorities, thr@/gffits

i budget}ng process. Ff”fi%; the

. . . Sk 35 - % .
agencies selected for funding are monitored and%%uateg,gggfa’etenmne how bést to revise
the City's human service strategy. L

i, A
%{3‘? z’/f :

*:’5% ’,? Xigg,? 2
fg ‘%}@% 1 ﬁ%
£

S % ey
Auburn's Humfé;% Servi %ﬁannm@%’) cess
: e, ik
f fff!/%?f‘%ﬁ‘?@ff/ -

ey
;

‘‘‘‘‘

-

Conzolidated Plan

-- Plan for Citizen Participation
— Needs &ssessmant
— Goals, Visicrs & Objectives

Evaluate Resulis Competitive Grants
-- Track Pwgess -- Activities
-- Compare Results - g;tplts
-- Revise Plan . -- Res ourees
i Consolidated Plan
"Managing for Results™
Implemeniation Budgeting Process

-- Implement & clivities -- Set Targets

-- Moritor Progress "N..___‘_—____—__.—-“‘ -- Allocate Resouwes

-- Record Results -- Implement § trafegies

The following briefly describes the various com
detail.

ponents of the process in a little more

Consolidated Plan: Every fi
plan. The document includes

ve years the City prepares a comprehensive human service
a plan for citizen participation and public review. It
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describes and summarizes the City's human service needs. It then presents a strategy to
address these needs. This strategy includes goals and desired outcomes.

Competitive Grants: To a great degree, the City of Auburn relies upon local and regional
non-profit agencies to implement the strategy presented in its Consolidated Plan. The City
solicits grant proposals from interested agencies. These agencies submit the outcomes they
plan to achieve, the activities or programs their agencies would provide, and the outputs
these activities or programs will generate.

Budgeting Process: The allocation of funds necessary to imp
important step. The Human Services Committee (HSC) is gicifiz n advisory appointed by
the Mayor to focus primarily on the soeial needs of the ¢gim 1 HSC review grant
applications and makes its recommendations to the(% or 'regardl %}nch applications

1 nt the Plan is the next

best meet the City's human service needs. Based on éir recommen the Mayor
submits a funding proposal to the City Council. ; urn’s City Council ﬁf’*f“i e policy-
making body of the City. The Planning and Zommunity De :
(PCDC), a standing committee for the City Couf@’} rev1 ind recommends‘ctions on
ordinances, budgets and other policy issues. The Himittee oversees the City’s many
and various affairs in planning and e%i%mmty devel(fkﬁ e /r}t including but not limited to
the CDBG program and human servi % iin e ;,{a
7, U,

Implementation: Agenc1es awarded a gi”ant al ,ﬂ&zg,C ty%éﬁartments who receive

j ﬁ?/ ual rela ]:‘ﬁ’ 10 imf fgyﬁén‘c the activities and programs
that will generate the 9if uts to sfy the émes proposed in the City's overall strategy.

Each agency will ng/ ﬁffor their pr¢ -:‘ gress and ?%{)ort the output they generate to the City.

opment Coriits ﬁ:g;ee

%’x : L
G e 2 /f
Evaluation: The Cltyf ngfffh@ It (ayt«;/%} “#rom the agency's monitoring reports into
various fe%f arg?"q"f' < ‘:)rts and financt ’gtatements This information is passed on

to Hl/gg;@:iﬁ Iﬁg its {i?e’ﬁ%&)ase(f fepmtmg system. The information is used to compare outputs
and- ’@ fcomes to the City' overﬁi%rategy and HUD's national objectives. The

mform‘af/ also enables al ;the 1n<?”01*Ved parties to revise its plans as necessary to generate
the desn’eé) sults. These rﬁ?lslons are reflected in future updates to the Consolidated

Plan. ’*‘/x’éf@ ‘ ,&

Monitoring Plan

Once funding is approved, City staff executes an agreement. The agreement will include,
among other general and specific conditions, the project goals and requirements. Grant
agreements for public services will be required to submit reports at least quarterly detailing
the number of Auburn residents served, level of service provided to Auburn residents and a
demographic profile of clients served. Grant recipients will be required to submit an
annual report that explains the progress the agency made toward achieving its outcomes
and output goals.

Grant agreements for capital projects will be executed following the completion of the
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environmental review of the project. Capital projects will be required to submit progress
reports at least quarterly or anytime a reimbursement request is submitted. If the project
triggers additional reporting requirements (such as weekly payroll reports for proof of
federal prevailing wage compliance), project monitoring will be increased accordingly.

Projects will be monitored on a consistent, on-going basis by City staff. Telephone and/or
personal contacts are made at least quarterly, depending upon the activity and issues
associated with the individual project. On-site monitoring visits will be conducted upon
both capital and public service grant recipients. Activities selec}g “or on-site visits will
depend upon the amount of funds provided, past history of co 9’ gt compliance, and/or any

programmatic changes that may occur in the project or in the f%}pﬁice delivery of public
service programs. 4 i

2 ¢
City staff will review, prior to approval, all Vouchgp,é’; rid backup doctiig; itation for
payment. Environmental, lead-based paint ins%g’i? s and contractor de’B‘f ent issues
will be reviewed with agency project manager§ ing of each pro é%t} City staff

will strive to help grant recipients complete the*f‘fffﬁ rojects, i ;@éﬁmely manner and in

,},
accordance with applicable rules and regulations. ,;;:;f%, i
e v ‘:g’{f;/
: /fgfe’ﬁgﬁf v g’gj;fiﬁj-
Managing the Process D, @,;4@ i,

i T, &
In 1993 Congress passed t{l}gxgovernmer‘iff ;erfoqg% i _Ré"é;jits Act (GPRA)
establishing str. ategic p£ j Négg}g perfo ‘ ’éasu‘réggﬁts in federally ﬁmdgd
programs. GPRA idegtifies goal‘s;fi? d definiggithe level of performance to be achieved by
. el o . .G S

program act1v1t1es,,§,/@f’/§e’ntalls usmggtandardlig performance reports that compare

T Py 5
government perform;;m;qg over }ui‘fé//

e against othéi;kurisdictions and grant programs.

5

I s
‘there 1§

&
e

Although GPRA is not’iﬁap/daf@ Sian.expectation that governments that receive
L g . “ifj{i‘fi fogest “ :’5':’«;1;?( o . .

federal %@f@@gg%smg*fgﬁggemsmns regarding the continuation of federal grant
progrgf;}:}fg;‘i{a&’r{'e based;on,part,“6n/their performance as measured by these reports. HUD is
ifig its CDBG entitl”lfé'fﬁ;gnt citigy 10 begin implementing GPRA.

; ubutiijoined other South King cities to use a common application for
~: The joint application contained a logic model that links
onal accountability. The logic model in the joint application

dekrecommended by HUD.

%

strategic goals with the oper:
is similar to thé'l6gi

A logic model is an abstract of the program or service that is under consideration for
funding or has already been funded. The logic model often serves as the “first impression”
for the grant request. It provides a broad overview of the entire strategy or plan. Logic
models support the management of programs and activities. HUD uses a logic model to
align activities and outcomes of local programs with national objectives. HUD also uses it
to monitor program activities and measure program effectiveness. Figure 1.2 is a summary
of the logic model used by the City of Auburn. It consists of the following components.

Regional Goal: In line with the City of Auburn's acquiescence that is a
partner in the regional delivery and provision of human services, the City
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adopts the community goals developed through the regional human service
planning process.

Qutcomes: The expected outcome in terms of community impact or
changes in economic and social status. Auburn's logic model expresses
outcome goals the form of a vision statement.

Output Goal: A standard of performance used to measure progress toward a
desired outcome or goal.
p

Agency/Program: The non-profit selected by the Clp( d”"’) yenerate the

f’f T
outputs that will achieve the City's desired outcomesz:5¢ ine large agencies
identify the program that it offers to achieve the dfe/ired tifébmes

achieve outcomes and regional goals. /T}; €5
the City of Auburn or by an agency tha pelveyént from the Clty
v {‘{f

v

Projected Outputs: Numerical measurement/ ¢ @{ acterizing the results of a
program activities, services dff it er ention. Olii‘g;l s are used to measure
performance relative to identified tﬁltce es and g"{&g} The output result is used to
eh g;he stra'é

evaluate the progress achieved (? : mpl"" ‘it £y,
w i i, B,
éf. L

iy to tﬁe agéncy for it to generate the
éred outcomes.

tf‘

projected ougp};iéfo‘meeftihe City's

5
%
T

e
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Chapter 2: Citizen Participation Plan

Auburn's Vision for the Future

As a city of regional significance, proud of its small town heritage as well as the diversity
of its people and neighborhoods, Auburn offers an opportunity for people of all ages to
enjoy life. ;

City of Auburn Mission Statement

w?}? x’y
To provide a service-oriented government that meets the needs of ogfﬁtlzens and business

community through efficient and professional mar;/g}gfement with respon‘%?i;ﬁ and accessible
leadership. %
fff%"’ aa;, / ot

Citizen Participation in Policy Developmelﬁ%/ s, /

To ensure the widest range of public parpmpatlon the Cit }uses a multi-faceted approach

to generate public involvement into the e@l%(?lent of its ;i éﬁ}f\ /pollcws
. " 1 v
Neighborhood Meetings %, f"fff &
«:;} A '}’;*?”f;’é‘//
7

Several nelghborhood etl é/fgaxe held durlng the year to pr0v1de both formal and
informal 1nteract10/;1 ‘tween c1 ens and city §§;1ff Informatlon concerning the
demography of the 01Wéﬁd varl plannmg 1ssqés are presented and discussed. These

“d /gf ,»;'
meetings do not focus striéth y en“gféﬁﬁ];a& Asshe A spectrum of public concerns ranging
from healtb and- e;y 0 crift i1 ,recreatloﬂ ‘éb‘yr;lmumty facilities and services are also
‘,(“’2‘ J‘{
dlscussggf i,

f// fff
Public Sﬁeakers %
’*iff;ﬁ i

Several presentafrf"g)ns are frequently made to organizations, neighborhood groups and other
groups of 1nd1v1dua1§,wagj=mg more information regarding planning issues. These informal
talks are typically heié*’m settings selected by the group.

Newspaper Articles

Easy to understand articles in a community newsletter provide the public with information
regarding planning issues and the availability of information, assistance and/or speakers.
The City of Auburn’s community newsletter is distributed to all postal customers -- both
residential and commercial -- within the two zip codes that cover the Auburn area. The
Auburn Update is also included in the local Auburn Reporter.
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News Releases

The media are provided with updates regarding neighborhood meetings, planning issues,
and growth management concerns. ‘

Committee Meetings and Workshops

Both the Planning and Community Development Committee and the Human Services
Committee are advised of changes in the City’s demography and proposed changes in
planning policies. Periodically these standing committees condug;;;ﬁ%ﬂgshops to review the

draft amendments to planning documents and proposed projec@%ﬁll of these meetings are

open to the public. Documents are made available prior to %,e’ggfﬁ%?%ng and public
comments are encouraged at any time. f’ f/?:§”
Public Hearings 4 ?

4l adoption proé%’?g of
arings before eithér the Planning

G
In addition to these opportunities for infonnalﬁnpi‘i . the fo
municipal ordinances requires public notices and puﬁr{?&

vi
]
o
“

.. . . i:'xf',
Commission and/or the City Councﬂ.,;%%& g;%
i,
. o i, ’
Citizen Participation in the CDBG Ef,;jannfri .Process
‘Zg;’ o o = &

In addition to the above,gfggjg&s,{; citizens hav/’%% opportunity to participate in the formation

of CDBG policies ang{gfﬁ)e déiféﬁ};é;gment of CDBG fundecﬁ)roj ects. The following outlines

i s . s > %
the public’s accessto/farticipatéiif Auburn’s CBBG program.
P S icipatoin 01 Prog
i N 3 b :

o

Human Service

R e
xﬁ*f’f}?ﬂff R

; lld’be considered when appropriating federal revenue
1ds. They serve as a committee to advise the mayor and the

plication for grant funds for community development projects.
2:%’;1

e i
In addition, the I-fuﬁ/an Sgﬁices Committee reviews and evaluates existing programs,
encourages citizen patficipation, performs other assignments referred by the Mayor or City
Council. The Committee meets regularly each month and occasionally has a special
meeting regarding a particular issue and/or concern. The full committee consists of eleven
members who serve staggered terms of three years; among them, the members represent
the clergy, the schools, local business, and community service groups. Members of the
Human Services Committee are appointed by the Mayor and confirmed by the City
Council. The Committee receives technical assistance from DPCD staff.
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i,

i

Consultations with Provider Agencies

A community meeting is held annually with local housing and human service providers.
This meeting provides a format and a forum for providers — both those that are regularly
funded by the City and those who do not receive public funding — to talk about emergent
needs in the community. The meeting also provides time for providers to talk about goals
and projects that should be undertaken within the next planning and/or funding period.

Throughout the year, when the Human Services Committee is not reviewing funding
applications and making recommendations to the Council, the Copjhittee visits and/or
meets with local social service agencies. During these meetings f1d sité visits, agencies

present their programs along with information and data pertaifigffo their target
populations. Committee members use these meetings to agSess co &ﬁnity needs and
g

di tential project y &
iscuss potential projects. F 4%
ra o,
In addition, during the annual performance repog;; f rocess, City staff make%@ggnitpﬁng
visits to each of the funded organizations. The»"f)’tiﬁég e of thé,yisit is not onlff?%’%ﬁsure that
vid

the agency is in compliance with CDBG and City résh atiofls, But also to provide technical
assistance and to solicit feedback from the agency abo% z/qir experience working with the
’y“ o,

rogram. k. i,
Progt %f‘?’ o, &%‘?
e, % o
Annual Performance Report G, i, . 4

S

In March and April City f’}% [ prepare a per?é;c{/n@ ffice réj%fﬁﬁ'fff the previous CDBG program
year. This progress repos ﬁ@éﬁ%a Consolida‘fﬁd Annual Performance and Evaluation
Report (CAPER) s%Mzes ogram accomi'gjgshments and challenges. It reports on the
status of each strategy #ﬁdesc és any change$itethe Annual Plan. A workshop about
the CAPER is held with ” ] ,«1»‘. i} %%_g/go%nﬁinty Development Committee and a
public hea%g)ﬁ;%’g%ucte ‘é’éii%,r,e the Cityouncil. Copies of the Annual Performance

R T L, . . . . .
/é”ﬂlstnbu éjé%he Clﬁ%guncﬂ, Human Service Commission, local service

Report ar A0 o
agen/g)i@gggnd current reéipfents of CHBG funds.
. 7 =
Solicitationiof Potential Projects
thf,.«j’:;, ‘g’f;f
In May the City begins soligiting proposals from interested agencies for the forthcoming

program year. A ﬁu@ﬁgf ,§5ﬁce indicating the availability of grant funds is distributed and
published in the loca%€Wspaper. The announcement includes the amount of funds
available for distribution and the City’s desire that these funds be used to benefit low-
income Auburn residents. A public meeting is generally held in cooperation with other
local jurisdictions that also fund housing and human service activities. This meeting is
scheduled and advertised to all agencies, and the agenda is set up to explain the application
process and distribute application packets. City staff meets with agencies and other groups
to disseminate information and answer any of their questions. In June and July the Human
Services Committee analyzes the applications, interviews newly-funded prospective
agencies, and prepares their recommendations for the allocation of CDBG funds. Their
recommendation is incorporated into the preliminary draft of the Plan.
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Preliminary Draft of the Consolidated Plan

In early fall a preliminary draft of the revised Plan is finished. Copies are distributed to the
City Council, Human Service Commission, local service agencies and all the agencies that
requested CDBG funds for the next program year. A public notice is published in the local
newspaper that contains a brief summary of the plan and instructions for providing public
comments.

Public Review Period

o,
Interested citizens have a thirty-day period to comment on the ;ﬁigposed Plan. A summary
of citizen comments is included as an appendix to the Plar‘}%T gfg@h an explanation of

. . E R
actions taken in response to the comments. /,,5,{ *’52"};}
‘*/.’; ('iz @éﬁ%
i
. : U,

Public Hearings A «,;;s&g?
o %
Ay, L 4

preliminary draft of the revised Plan. A public notice“ff'z‘fgiz ting the time, date, location and
purpose of the hearing is posted in at least three public p €i§;§§ and published in the official
newspaper of the City of Auburn The S%ﬁlg Times. City sf’é’fé%’;deresses comments and
suggestions expressed at the public hearri;,g{g’éljﬁé}g/ake these c“gfii%ﬁ‘gnts and suggestions

. ’5/' . g ,;:; i;’;; . . R
During the public review period, the City Council é%g%uctszgﬁubllc hearing 9’%’” the
/ 3 :

into consideration during the preparation 31; the ﬁgg};ﬂra}lpf the plan.
i ?‘”ff‘ {g;,’;f égﬁ@/
. i G #
CDBG Budget Ordinafice % 7 s

%
/;:?: s

/{‘*’& X‘{%
Concurrent with the aﬁ?’éyg Zpreliri{fiijlary draft, C ?;«%staff prepares and distributes the CDBG
budget ordinance. This budget ﬁéigff%f awp}rfﬁgpﬁates CDBG funds during the next

udget ofdipance miistbe’processed in accordance with local and state
£ ha

o

program yearZTHe

o e

laws. A pﬁfﬁic heariti the pt vé’;ﬁosed budget is typically scheduled at the same time and
date where the City Cou IL listens t6;public comment on the preliminary draft of the
Con"sohaa: d Plan. Passag’"jéfi{;;é);f the bli get ordinance does not occur until the final draft of
the Consol d Plan is ﬁnfgfhed The budget ordinance is typically passed concurrently
with the adoptiofi.of the ngﬁé”olida‘ced Plan.

.
s
Pt

Final Edition of the Génsolidated Plan

At the end of the public review period, City staff prepares the final draft of the
Consolidated Plan. A resolution is prepared asking the City Council to adopt the Plan. If
the Council decides to revise the final draft, another public hearing is scheduled. A public
notice is published in the local newspaper indicating the time, date and reason for the
public hearing. Once the City Council passes the resolution adopting the Plan, the final
edition is published, distributed and submitted to HUD for approval.
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Amending the CDBG Budget Ordinance

Any significant change to a CDBG project approved through the Consolidated Planning
Process is administered as an amendment to the CDBG budget ordinance. A significant
change is defined as any of the following conditions:

1. Change in the activity as described in the narrative description of each appropriation
listed in the budget ordinance.

2. Change in the appropriated amount when greater than $15,000.

«‘i%‘r

Amendments to the budget ordinance require a public hearing. A e.:;:ﬁ‘ptlon of the

amendment, time and date of the public hearing is pubhshed ,n/t local newspaper. The

public has an opportunity to comment on the proposed am%ndmeﬁf{,%; the public hearing

which is prior to Council action. p g%) %% %
A W
Inactive or Abandoned Capital Projects i o ”"@;f @
f*,f?f;x’ff »"x‘ “:;% < %ﬁ;f

For the purpose of appropriations using Commumtyf)&?ygl,gpmént Block Graiit
(CDBG) funds, the following criteria will apply. %@f’?x

L .z-""

D, i,
= Public Services and Administration:4 L B}Q» ds appropr@e@#for eligible

public service and administrative activi }1es e solely ),éﬁd strictly for

activities within the program year for V\fhlch Fey ‘Wg@ﬁ?propnated These
activities will be cons;téfét‘tfd accomphshedjg‘{fthe end gf the program year. Any
remaining appro é’uon f/ sitblic service’ :and administrative activities at the
end of the prog };M will §e reappropnafed to eligible projects in the next
program year. ’“’% gg@ 1,,,

2

,;;} S 2
= Capitg M% {%jgj M ;dlng ti)f’%’ 35A.33. 150, special fund

ap réprlatlons suc Cﬁ*s CDB”a«&ppropnatwns do not lapse but carry forward
frorff “year to year unf’ { /lly expended or the purpose has been accomplished or
abandéfi;d CDBG fu Js appréimated to sub-recipients for capital
1mproveﬁé§m must be éfaépended within the term of the sub-recipient’s CDBG
grant agreeméilt CDBG  funds approprlated for capital 1mprovements will be

following condltlcﬁg ex1st

(a) The term of the grant agreement expires and the sub-recipient fails to
request an extension in accordance with the terms of the agreement.

(b) The sub-recipient fails to submit a request for reimbursement or fails to submit an
activity report during the program year.

(c) The sub-recipient fails to make the project “bid ready” within the first year after the
appropriation. “Bid ready” means that, at a minimum, the bid specifications are
drafted and the sub-recipient is ready to solicit bids.
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The City may consider exceptions to the above criteria if extenuating circumstances exist
such that making such exceptions would be fair and prudent.

Access To Information

Applications, contracts and other records related to the past use of Auburn CDBG funds
are available for public review at the Department of Planning and Community
Development, Auburn City Hall, 25 West Main Street, from 8:30 AM to 4:30 PM, Monday

through Friday. i,
. . i
Technical Assistance s

7

Through the documents and information distributed lgyjtge City, profﬁ%@;gve agencies and

groups are advised that technical assistance is availgﬁfe. Séveral agencigégiave accepted the
. . . . S
City’s offer to provide technical assistance. ! £ 3

S
o

2
i,

Access to Planning Information

. e,
1. Consolidated Plgnfacensus data and other
.. . . @5}{@ N 2
planning information are made avallable% fé%ﬁpmge, to an%/ terested person or group.
Copies of the City’s planning documents ’é:;e disteibited to loc%lﬁiibraries, Chamber of

. o e, L
Commerce, schools, news media and severd] other org fizations.

Copies of the City’s Comprehensive Pl”ﬁgll

L G

&

2

. e .
Grievances and Comiplaints®:

“,
-

o
swered within 15 working days whenever possible.
R &

Written complaints o v t
' fg‘rjﬁj};é;‘/&ty Council for their desired response or

Citizens hay
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CHAPTER 3A: HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT NEEDS

This section offers statistical and analytical information that provides an overall picture of
Auburn's housing and community development needs. It lays the foundation for Chapter
4: Housing and Community Development Strategies.

GENERAL POPULATION AND HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

Population /;/;/
/ 2

f}'x S,

In 2007, Auburn had an estimated population of 67,485 p//f)ple I{gﬁent growth, as well as
projected growth, is attributable mainly to annexzj/};/g aﬁ;d/or the/{%nstructlon of new
housing in the recently annexed areas. If Aub ontihues to gro its current rate,
then by year 2020 its population will be approy%%?ely 80,000 people f;fs,’}f s
Figure 3.1 «},?j& ff &
Auburn's Populati lj;;i,

%?g"f e fg%ﬁ;

flActual lProlectedJ %

. 7

Ethnic and Racial Tr.énds

The 2000 Census indicates 82% of Auburn's residents were Caucasian and the remaining
18% were people of color. In 2008 the Census projected those statistics would remain the
same. According to the Auburn School District, the ethnic population in Auburn has
increased from 2000 to 2008 by 18.6%. In the past eight years the Asian and Hispanic
population has increased while the Caucasian population has decreased.
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Figure 3.3 Figure 3.4

Change in Ethnic Population Percentage of Ethnic Population in Auburn
{Percentage total change)

Caucasian- nonHispanic Peopledf color including Ares ican Asian Biack Hispanic Caucasian
Household Characteristics /f’f
7z, Ty,
In the Year 2008 it has been projected that Auby r’i"x"?;";a had a total of 32,447 ho % fEis
7S

Families with children comprise less than one- thlrdﬁ

parents, mostly women, head appr0x1mately 12% of fam

nearly equal number of households aré: ggeople living alori

children. f‘;ﬁ‘%f?w
%

% "’
F‘;xgure 3,
: Types of Aub}l!;{i/iil

/

Non-Family X
8% Married w/
: ; Children

Living Alone
29%

Married w/out
Children
31%

Single Parent
12%
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Age of Population

The median age of the Auburn resident in 2008 is 35.5 years which is slightly less than the
King County median age of 35.7 years. Figure 3.5 illustrates the change in Auburn's age
groups between and 2000 and 2008. At the same time, the age groups between 35-60
years decreased. The average age of a new resident in Auburn is 40 years of age.
Approximately 7% of Auburn's population is school-age children 5-19 years. Seniors age
60 years or older account for 6% of Auburn's total population —and less than the King
County average (13%).

Figure 3.6
Auburn's Population Sorted by Age Gy

I- 2000 ~:2008 l

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

Income Charaéféristics i
Vs ffi«%

Low—mé me is deﬁne hous .that earns less than 80% of the King County median

househo come (KCM

1ncreased 1 ,400 per

include those ”fi’ {meholds

n the year 2008, the King County median household income
e definition of low income subsequently increased to
1ng less than $42,000 per year. In the year 2008, 13% of

Auburn's house geearn Fless than $42,000 per year and, therefore, are low income.

;;?” Auburn’s Median Incomes

) Figure 3.7

Auburn Auburn King Cty King Cty
2000 2008 % 2000 2008 % change
change

Per Capita Income 19,360 26,329 36% 29,521 45,320 35%
Median HH Income 39,208 51,362 31% 53,157 66,969 21%
Median Family Income 45,426 57,691 27% 66,035 80,362 18%
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Poverty

Created in 1955, the poverty threshold assumes that families who spend a third or more of
their gross income on four basic and essential food groups, as determined by the Dept. of
Agriculture, are living in poverty. The poverty threshold amount varies by family size. It
does not vary geographically across the nation. If the family's total income is less than the
"poverty threshold", then the entire family is considered as in poverty.

According to the U.S. Department of Health & Human Services, in 2009 the poverty
threshold for an individual was $10,830, for two persons it was $14,570 and for a four-
person household it was $22,050 per year. Between 2000 and 2009, ‘thie number of Auburn
residents living in poverty increased. It is unclear how n}z”; of this increase is due to
poverty-stricken people moving into Auburn or existin ﬂéw-&% ome households losing
ground and slipping into poverty. In any event, it is fgné‘%f the réfa%@ ns Auburn's median
income levels remained comparatively lower than é‘tg”%%fﬂ”of Kiné%@nty. In the year
2000, roughly 5,000 Auburn residents, or 12% of j#¥ total population, live: ;;poverty.

Lo :

%, ¢

Employment i’% % ,;;’5?/
s s
In 2000 nearly 20% of Auburn’s zesidents worke% @g}he manufacturing industries.
Between Year 2000 and Year 2008 A%%f: n’s resident lab *’g‘g@;ce lost approximately one-
half of these manufacturing workers. Th ot aittrade employ}'&f'f it“in Auburn has increased
from 15% to 24% perhaps as a result of Ayburn®s pall of the Great Northwest, Wal-
Mart and Sam’s Club. %:;, y f?‘%’?@’;f
) gﬁ%ﬁ ;:7 i} f X; ’f;éj

fgﬁ% Figuré 3.8

,,,;Chalfg”é in Jobs Lo‘}éﬂ@g%d in Auburn

B 2000 B 2008

25.0%

A 20.0%
15.0%

10.0%
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Auburn's economy presents an interesting conundrum — namely how to connect the people
who live on the east side of Auburn to the jobs located on the west side of Auburn. The
City of Auburn's Comprehensive Land Use Plan divides the city into three parts. West
Auburn is designed to serve the Central Puget Sound region. East Auburn contains the
majority of residential areas and downtown Auburn connects the two. According to the
Puget Sound Regional Council, approximately 38,058 jobs are located in Auburn. More
than half of these jobs are located on its west side. The Census indicates Auburn residents
fill approximately 5,811 (15%) of these. Roughly 69% of Auburn's adult labor force live
outside of Auburn. Their average commute time in Year 2000 was 23 minutes.

i,
Educational Attainment / T,

Figure 3.9 compares the educational attainment of Aubur%iiuﬁfﬁ ulation to King
County. It indicates that the adults in Auburn over 25 ye f age ; have less than
twelve years of education are twice as high compared; 446 “the ng Co yg,;verage Auburn
has a few Census block groups where one out of lire adults has less tharifgf %ears of

L8

households and high percentage of immigrant '; ; ut xKlng County i éneral
tends to lag behind east and north King County relatis idthe number of adult residents

who are college graduates. The Cens burn's adult population over
25 years of age has bachelor or postgradia d 2
40% for the same age cohort. Among tt % “’eéf’. ing County ¢itigs; only three cities --
Algona (7%), Pacific (9%) and SeaTac (13*/0) T{/ﬁ% er col. ge graduates.
% k f&
. % 7
y,%;;,» w, Figiifé 3.9

’s’?

,,Bfl(fi:;c;gponal "‘fitainment offAuburn s Adult Population

;;;;;;

"“*.

Uy,
G A, A 2000 2000
s L iy .
/?/,a 7 o ,,gf;x N i, % Total Number % Total King Co. % KC Total
Total ,Eersons 25+ Yeafs‘” 100% 25,569 100% 1188740 100%
x i 5. of school oompleted sl

<,9){'§ 5% 1,253 5% 40,702 3%
2&1@,‘39 diploma 13% 3,139 12% 75,026 6%
High Scho), 0] graduate : 34% 8,172 32% 227,931 19%
Some Colfégé‘ f o Degree ,’/ 5,658 27% 6,832 27% 280,812 24%
Associate & 1,710 8% 2,176 9% 89,321 8%
Bachelor's Deg .. gg;é“ 2,053 10% 2,874 11% 316,451 27%
Post Graduate Degxee 668 3% 1,123 4% 158,497 13%

i;

HOUSING CONDITIONS AND MARKET ANALYSIS

Number and Type of Housing

In 2008 — 2009 ownership housing was more affordable than in 2004-2007, but the median

priced home still cost almost $60,000 more than the median income household could
afford.
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The median sales price of all homes in King County (single family, townhomes,
condominiums and mobile homes) declined about 2% from $397,000 to $390,000 in 2008
and had dropped to $351,500 by May 2009. This represented roughly a 12% drop over the
previous twelve months. Nationally, home prices fell about 19% during the same 12
month period.

The average home price in Auburn between 2004 and 2009

Average Home Sale Price in Auburn

$450,000
$400,000
$350,000
$300,000
$250,000
$200,000
$150,000
$100,000

$50,000

2000 2004 % Total | 10 yr Diff| % Diff

1-unit 7,913 8,990 46% 2,624 41%

2-units 916 976 5% 163 20%

3&4 units 1,670 1,717 9% 232 16%

5+ units 4,782 5,385 28% 1,469 38%
MH units 2,359 2,298 12% 192 9%
SP-units 44 54 0% na na

totals 17,684 19,420 100% 4,634 31%
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Renters and Homeowners and Tenure

More than half (53%) of the housing units in Auburn are owner-occupied. The median
year in which both rental and homeowner housing units were built was 1976 or 34 years
ago. The average length of tenure of an Auburn homeowner is six years; whereas the
average tenure of a renter is one year.

Figure 3.11
Comparison of Tenure s
{sorted by % Owner Occupied} 7% ﬁ%@»ﬁ
i,

Owner | Renter Total.#{ % Owner | % Renter
Pierce Co. 165598 | 95202 | 26080€ 63%, 37%
Bellevue 28189 17647 | 458364 61%4. 39%
King Co. 425436 | 285480 |4710916 60% 172:A0%
Burien 7552 5847 #] 13399 56% | “48%
Federal Way 17612 13825%];, 31437%]  56% A4%7
Redmond 10520 8582 147191027{".55% 45%
Puyallup 7064 5806 | 42870 55% 45%
Tacoma 41676, | 34476 76952:.| 55% 45%
Auburn 8731 % 1610874, 54% 46%
SeaTac 5281 Y Ad4p7. | 9708 “7:54% 46%
Renton 10848 | %.1086074%,.21708 | #60% 50%
Kent 15178 | 45935 i}~ % " 49% 51%
Seattle ). 125165 | 133384 | 256499°| 48% 52%
Lakewood 7%} 241357 12435 | 23792 48% 52%

L
e

e,
ot ,a/;%i{,,
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Housing Market Analysis:

In the year 2000, the median sales price of a home was $161,950 and the median value of a
home was $153,400. Compared to the rest of King County, the cost of housing was a
bargain. In year 2000 the median sales price of a home in King County was $289,800 and
the median value was $236,000. Four years later the median sales price of a home in
Auburn has increased to $262,000 and the median value of homes is $176,000. The cost
of housing in Auburn is still considerably less than the rest of King County, but it is
quickly catching up. Just within a two year period, the price of housing increased over
$20,000. The following table represents a snapshot of the h ousing market on three

separate dates. Several of the homes for sale that are less thanf%: 66,@@0 are mobile homes

in designated manufactured home parks. Qﬁj%g,,
Ve’
Figure3.12 "% U,
Homes for Sale ilgﬁi?’ﬁm - i,
& i,
‘/{S"v‘,’ﬁ «r';“v e "
6/22005% 5, s/tgp004 824569
Z L ad
Total Number of SF Houses 474 %& %g ’%/78
. . e
Median Price: . $239,950 ”3}’52152,000 $305,091
e .
Number of Units %%? S 4;@;;2;,
[ ‘s};;x’ o
. Over $325,000 "@f% o8 140
% ';f
.. $250,000 to $325,000 ., 1446’/ 147
.. $175,000 to $2§%’£§9’5‘% ‘ % 15 170
(T T a
.- $100,000 to §175,000%7., 32 87
.. Less thar' $10p,000 7 38 34

Housing FAﬁorda‘bl\h

<

Affofds oility concerns all ousehofgébfg regardless of income. It pertains to a household’s
attempt t6réach a balancé between its financial means and its desire for decent housing

and ameniti The accepted definition of affordability is based on the percentage of
household incorité:spent on” dwelling costs. Dwelling costs for an owner occupied unit
include principal and.intérest payments, taxes, insurance and public utilities. A housing
unit is considered ‘affordable if monthly dwelling costs are less than 30% of the
household’s gross iricome. If a larger share of household income is spent on dwelling
costs, then the household is probably sacrificing money that would normally be spent for

other basic needs such as food, health care, childcare, education, etc.

The term “affordability gap” refers to the difference between the average price of housing
— either rented or owned — and the recommended, affordable price of housing. A positive
gap means the price of housing is less than the recommended amount that a household
could afford to pay. Households with positive affordability gaps have several choices of
affordable housing. A negative gap indicates the price of housing exceeds the
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recommended amount for housing. Households with a negative affordability gap have
fewer housing choices.

According to the Year 2000 Census, the median household income in King County was
$53,157 per year. For half of the households in King County, housing costs of less than
$1,330 per month would be affordable. The Census indicated the median rent paid by
Auburn residents was $639 per month and the median mortgage payment was $1,061 per
month. Subsequently, Auburn has a number of affordable housing choices relative to King
County in general.

o,
Figure 3.13 y ,,»‘i/;;“fg‘
Housing Affordability by Income I;;g%%ﬁ
5,
Income Group Yr 2000 Monthly A(?@F dable g{" e Auburn

Household Income

Aﬁfggﬁﬁg Costs | * jﬁg‘geholds

Very Low Income less than $1,285 “fﬁ K

(0-29% of KCMI) {less than $8 per ho / 0 to 3385 Kg{%@ )
Low Income $1,286 to $22]5%%7% 2 o B
(30-49% of KCMI) (8 - $13 per hour} 42k, So00 %%3664 24% “//{”/
Moderate Income $2216 to  $3,544 K ,«% o $'1‘*’060 16.,/*’
(50-79% of KCMI) {$13 - $20 per hour} B ’ °
Low-Median Income $3,545»§§-,‘0 $4.430 g .
(80-99% of KCMI) {szo‘%ﬁ%{;,pcr hour} $1.06171p, $1,330 14%
High-Median Income

$4,431 @zﬁ% @% P
’ ; 1t 80 9%
(825 - 8% ek, |0 R °

(101-119% of KCMI)

Upper Income more thafy $5,270 %22 7 o
(120% or more of KCMI) {more than $55,’per ho.u%g & f*«};gf}ﬁ; 'ﬁg:e 21%
Cost Burden -
The following figure {i%ows ’ .
percentage of ;}{gvtal hofi‘é’: Jds“an ’f’xg Figure 3.14
Auburn and /Kffﬁéff@i) ty r 5f£’iwe to Households Paying More Than 30% for
the ’cg}‘lt of i %fr? { houg%fﬁ 1d Housing Costs By Income Group
i f_g&?‘;;& &7

iy G i
incq}méf%%pent on hoﬁf’ggg cosﬁgijzggf
Approxif fgggly one out é’f{four éjf $100.000 or more: |

Auburn's Hgﬁge,holds pay7:35% or

more of theif%ﬁ?é‘fgs,ehold in¢ome for
$50,000 to $74,009: Fey

$75,000 to $99,999:

housing costs. %ﬁ@g@xi{ggﬁely 75%
of Auburn households#ho earn less
than $20,000 per year pay more than
30% for their housing costs. An
even greater percentage of King
County low-income households have
unaffordable housing. In other
words, these low income households
would pay even more of their '
income for housing outside of
Aubumn. A smaller percentage of

$10,000 to $19,999:

Less than $10,000:

10%
20%
30%
40%
50%
60%
70%
80%
90%
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Auburn's more affluent households have unaffordable housing compared to the rest of
King County.

Public Housing Needs

King County Housing Authority (KCHA) reports in its website that it provides
approximately 3,500 housing units in 48 developments, eight single family units, and
8,000 Section 8 housing vouchers; for a total of 11,700 housing units. KCHA housing
programs include:

. . o . .. fé@; . . eyee
Public housing for families, senior citizens and peoglé%ﬁwﬂ‘g with disabilities;
Affordable work force housing; %

Emergency and transition facilities for homele‘;sjf%ndﬁéﬁ;ggjal needs populations;
i,

Homeownership initiatives; ;N *”% &3
Section 8 certificate and voucher progr f?{g&well as %‘
Home repair and weatherization for p yyte dwellings. “f"’fj’(gx
The stock of public housing is quite diverse, rangiﬁ? //’gm y&f%glg family to to}%ouse to

multifamily developments. Most family developmen Sare” mall, having 30 units or less.
The populations served by the KCHA‘%;nclude families, t ‘%’eglderly, chronically mentally
. . - . ,Q{’;": . . . {,{5}‘- . .
ill, developmentally disabled, victims oﬁﬁggggstlc v1olence;$.}y¥.xth, and persons with AIDS.
Eligible families earn no more than 50 ofofffﬁ%%x County rifédian income. Rents are not
e nen o B e g
more than 30% of the tenant’s net Incomes, . I
Among the 3,500 publichousiig units, 724 units are located in Auburn. These units are

located in the followinjﬁfsites?

s

Gpa o
~lc§$;%g§|ng Communities
. Located’in Auburn

Number Type of
of Units Housing
60 F/S/D
60 F/S/D
67 S/D
50 F
ITWOl 50 F
Pfé Seventeen 70 S/D
Gustaves Manor 35 S/D
Auburn Square 160 F
Tall Cedars Mobile Home 126 F
Park
Valley Park 44 F
Valley Park E 2 D
Totals 724

D: Disabled F: Family S:Senior
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Assisted Housing

The Section 8 Program operates under the same preferences as the public housing program.
Given the consistently high demand for Section 8 vouchers, only applicants who are
involuntarily displaced, live in substandard housing (including homeless people), or pay
more than 50% of their income on rent and utilities are eligible for a Section 8 voucher.
Section 8 applicants are placed on a waiting list based on assignment by lottery number.
According to the 2004 Fiscal Plan, KCHA has 3,059 applicants on its Section 8 waiting
list. Approximately 22% of these applicants have a preference for /puth King County. At
the end of March 2004, KCHA reports that 750 out of a total of/%ﬁ “10%) Section 8
vouchers were located in Auburn. The King County Consoli /d % lan states that in 1999
Auburn had 321 housing units funded through Section 8. éfi;};, the number of

Section 8 units has increased 134% during that perlod ;ﬁ;%%
ﬂ S,
o v ‘% i,
Public Housing Needs /ﬁ“fw’ .{Z;} 2
% T ,45‘»‘

The need for public housing exceeds the suppiy o a lablc;/gﬁbhc housing and/or Section
8 housing vouchers. Section 8 applicants are placed 6{;?’ altmg list based on assignment
by lottery number. According to the I;ccent Fiscal Plan, KGHA has 3,059 applicants on its
Section 8 waiting list. Approximately 2, f these applicar have a preference for South
King County. KCHA is exploring revi e Section 8 I%é"é{m to facilitate efficient
and effective availability of housing vouc prs % fforts 1ndude forming partnerships
to service people with spem%l needs 1ncludn}g}} sing 6;« h ‘homeless.

. o
KCHA developed a }ngear \;(f ’Ii,plan to address the hlghest priorities among identified
capital needs for pubhg /ousmg ~velopments {1‘ e estimated cost for all these projects
over 10 years is $57.4 milf aj of these prolects are located in Auburn. Over the
entire ten year /p ‘ﬁ% /fd appr };?ifnate fg;’ﬁ illlon is planned for various improvements in
Auburn. g€ g table’ é’)ﬁmmarlzes p lanned improvements as indicated in KCHA's
Flscal B =

Q

&7 10-Year Capital Fund Plan
g,cheduled and Deferred Projects

Site Description of Main Improvements

Firwood interior renovations, water lines, community space
Burndale 1,300,000 interior renovations, water lines, community space
Green River 2,000,000 interior renovations, community space

Wayland 320,000 fire & life safety systems

Place 17 1,454,000 heating system, fire & life safety systems
Gustaves 500,000 fire & life safety systems

$6,474,000 total planned
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Five Year Projections

The City of Auburn's "2020 Population Projection" forecast that Auburn will experience
greater than average growth over the next 20 years. Housing developments in the Pierce
County portion of Auburn combined with annexations of Lea Hill and West Hill, will drive
Auburn's growth over the next twenty years. Figure 3.16 represents the projected housing
growth indicated in the City’s "Year 2020 Population Estimate”. Among the 16,200
projected increase in housing units, roughly one-fourth of the new housing units (5,267
housing units) will be built outside of the annexation areas. Approximately 40% of
Auburn's new housing units will be built in the Lakeland PUD locq%gi in the Pierce County
portion of Auburn and the remaining 35% will be located in thef,g/g”é/ Hill annexation areas.
Figure 3.16 . "*%}jig;&
Housing Growth Projegtiéjys .

S, 5 R,

40000
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25000
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15000
10000 ./
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e
i “‘5’555:? 5

Distribution of Housing Atiiong Income Groups

%

King County’s”:"%/ wth man;aip ment policies recommend Auburn plan for 37% of its
projected new hotising units be affordable to low and moderate income households as
follows: 20% for lé'%ﬁ;}ﬁ(%le and 17% for moderate income households. The King County
Planning Policies statffé"*’fhat in areas identified as city expansion areas, King County and the
respective cities should plan cooperatively for affordable housing development and
preservation. Figure 3.17 represents the projected distribution of new housing units
relative to respective income groups over the next six years. The distribution between
single family and multi-family dwelling units is consistent with the mix of types of
housing units reported in the Year 2000 Census.
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Figure 3.17
Auburn's Year 2010 Housing Target
Recommended by King County

Total SF MF Total Total HU % Total
2000 2010 2010 New HU Yr 2010 Yr 2020
Less than 50% 5347 0 777 777 6124 23%
50%-80% 4841 100 407 507 5348 20%
80%-120% 3944 1224 816 2040 5984 23%
120%+ 3552 4500 769 5269 8821 34%
Totals 17684 5824 | 2769 8593 26277 100%
/%
Barriers to Affordable Housing 7 7
; Wy,
e%
With its consistently lower rents, Auburn’s rental h arket conﬁ/@ to offer some
of the most affordable rental opportunities withinf e county In addltlon%fg, median cost

for purchasing a home in Auburn continues tofﬁ’é'f er thartithe King Coun(‘@&%han cost
for home ownership. Auburn remains one of the le éi?)g citiestn the county fér providing
affordable home ownership opportunities. However, é : oL the high concentration of low
income people in Auburn, home owneégship is less hkelyf "/;x tion for many Auburn
residents. Auburn residents with very 1@; 5}%9 mes (less tha%%@ //f the King county

median income) are likely to have exces ve costs. f“

Since Auburn currently h a,%gle of the hlgh t centr o { of affordable housing for low
and moderate income gyré%%sf Fthe county, € ‘fﬁmued emp asis will be placed on the
preservation, mamtq, ance and provement ijlhls existing stock and on improving the
living environment o%r om1 ?ﬂy low 1nc0m§‘z ighborhoods. Future housing needs

e

will be addressed prlmarf imarket forces. The City will continue to assist in the
developmep,t, gf able ng alté ’t’f}ﬁﬁs for households not reached by the market

(e.g., eme gency é’f’ ,tr al housmg, etc.) in accordance with Auburn’s fair share
of thgx/f}glon s need fof' Sj}}h houémg,;y(
7 2z f{

Over the aﬁjét,wenty years%ubum has responded positively to the housing needs of low

and moderat gpme group’ig’ Over the next twenty years, Auburn will attempt to
economically 1nf’é'"§tate its eé‘(rmnumty by diversifying its housing stock to include all
income groups. Au ‘ffim, urrently has a relatively small portion of households consisting of
middle and higher 1né/0‘f’ne groups. By striving to bring its number of low and moderate
income households in | line with the rest of King County, while increasing the growth rate
of households with more affluent incomes, Auburn should achieve a more even
distribution and diversity of socio-economic groups.

The City of Auburn's Comprehensive Land Use Plan includes policies and
recommendations to develop Auburn into a collection of culturally diverse and
economically integrated neighborhoods consisting predominantly of single family
residences, joined together by a pedestrian oriented transportation system, along with
complementary public spaces, educational facilities, recreational and social services
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sufficient to promote and sustain an amenable quality of life. Development activities will
cultivate a sustainable community wherein:

» Home buyers and renters of all income groups have sufficient opportunities to
procure affordable housing.

«  Existing neighborhoods along with properties of special and/or historic value are
preserved for enjoyment and enhancement of future generations.

» A balanced mix of affordable housing types exist in order to meet the needs of all
economic segments of the population.

«  Public and private agencies implement policies and offeg,fpfg":g{‘i’ams or projects that
help alleviate physical and economic distress; consery g@ergy resources; improve
the quality and quantity of community services; andfehf‘i‘ijfjg:%e conditions that are
detrimental to health, safety and public welfare z*’”’ff‘f;,

 Residential developments are monitored forf:fg’flf’ij’o’sc of reducnf’gi?gg) > isolation of
income groups and groups with special needs; the determination 6 “Existing and
. . eye L. e % Vi,
future housing needs; better utilization.6F: %%d and 0@@ resources thég ¢nthance the
availability of affordable housing opportuni’tf§§ f%’% #

v,
T
»é@fvi« W
2

Fair Housing: , i,
s s,
e £
%f@ f’%ﬁ?«

The City of Auburn is committed to pm;gg/‘\}g equal acce A;g’a?géopportunity to housing
. . - {f}l:ffff, eg s s . .

choices for all people. The Fair Housing; Ac prohibits discrimifiation in housing because
of race or color, national origin, reliél;pn, . eﬁ%e fan ilial status and/or physical
disabilities. Complaints 2%2%%?‘1 by the Gf};yﬁertainin% alleged violations of the Fair
Housing Act are ref?/r); "to:““g’;*?% % ’

Y . A

Seattle District Office
Washington State Human Rights Commission

1511 - 3rd Ave #921, Seattle Washington 98101

phone #206-464-6500

o

s

LR,

When a cor

laint is filed;’the Cémmission acts as a neutral fact-finder. It gathers facts
about the jation and iﬁlen determines whether there is cause to believe that

discrimination og?;gg:red. Ifhe Commission will send a written notice to the person(s)
alleged to have cor’ﬁg‘ﬁ;&tp&the act of discrimination. The Commission will ask for a written
response to the chafg‘e/ A Commission Investigator will investigate the complaint by
gathering more evidence, interviewing witnesses, or conducting site visits. Whenever
appropriate, the Commission will meet with both sides to explore resolving the issues.
Upon completion of the investigation, the Commission will issue a finding. If the evidence
does not support the charge of discrimination, the Commission will issue a finding of "no
reasonable cause” to believe discrimination occurred. If the Commission finds that there is
reasonable cause to believe discrimination occurred, it will seek conciliation of the
complaint. Appropriate remedies in the conciliation process may include back pay,
reinstatement, rent refunds, or training to eliminate the unfair practice.
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If conciliation fails, the complaint may be turned over to the Attorney General's office for
hearing before an Administrative Law Judge. The Commissioners may grant
reconsideration if the party can show that there was a misapplication of the law, or that
relevant information provided during the investigation was not considered in the finding.

Impediments to Fair Housing:

Auburn is becoming more racially and ethnically diverse. Approximately 11% of its
population was born in foreign countries. Over one-third of its households have children.
Auburn also has a large population of people with physical disabilifi gs. Approximately 9%
of Auburn's adult population has a physical disability. All of tF se4re factors for which

the potential for housing discrimination may occur. ,x ,;fg;g

s
Several years ago the King County HOME Cons 1, whickZincludes the City of
Auburn, conducted an "Analysis of Impedlmen S ]Eair Hou31 hoices in King

County." This analysis found that the most co '6n cited basis for ¢ rff ints involved
"refusal to rent" and "coercion". Thirty-;ﬁ %, ercenf’ of the cases¥filed alleged
discrimination based upon disability status. Peopf’g colorzor. other natlonal} origins filed
50% of the cases. Successful conciliation or settlé/ ); occurred in 44% of the cases,

while "no cause" was determined in 8/2% of the cases. %ﬁ),e rest were either withdrawn or

had another form of disposition. "f;f;;z ’lf‘;r
?{;};f?’fi{‘é‘f ? ,,a‘ &gﬁﬁ;‘;f/
One of the conditions to receiving a% omrﬁ i

}2 evelgp/l/nent Block Grant is to
periodically analyze local 41mped1ments to* smg 1€" City uses this information to
determine actions to @ /,, the effectsf@f any imp dlments identified through that
analysis. The City o?f" A uburn”'gf s to updat’él,lts analysis of impediments to fair housing
. e results of t'nls analysis will be included in the annual
..
ef“x’

during the 2004 prét
update of this Consoh C Qles of th report presenting the ﬁndmgs from the

analysis of fair ing impe ent?fﬁif Failable at City Hall for public review.
f/“ gl}?% /j"fﬁ fﬁi’%ﬁ

Afﬁrméwe Marketlng%??’fatn to Pro te Fair Housing:

The Clty% ﬂAuburn adm%§ters all its programs and activities related to housing and
community d’é;{elopment 1nz*a manner to affirmatively further the policies of the Fair
Housing Act. % Atrequire; s/that all contractors, subcontractors, sub-recipients, owners,
landlords, and vendors {not discriminate against any person on the basis of their race,
color, ethnicity, re11g1 ;n, gender familial status or physical abilities. Towards these ends,
the City proposes to rmplement the followmg affirmative marketing strategy:

Recipients of public funds administered or provided by the City of Auburn for
housing and community development activities must agree to comply and
promote the Fair Housing Act. Certification of their agreement to comply and
promote the Fair Housing Act will be a condition to a grant recipient's
eligibility for City funds.
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»  Brochures and flyers regarding the provisions of the Fair Housing Act will be
distributed to social service agencies, business firms engaged in activities
associated with housing, and the local library.

» Community service announcements and press releases will be placed on
public access cable television channels.

= All announcements, program advertisements, solicitations, brochures and
flyers prepared and distributed by the City of Auburn for housing and
community development activities will display the Equal Housing
Opportunity logo or slogan. P

»  Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity posters in Spanish, %flé?}fai,ge and English

will be displayed at City Hall and at the public library, 7"
Y,

. . . . . /;"}{fé}x ‘ ?ﬁ{g:?éf} .
Records will be maintained regarding the actions taken by:the Clt}ffgﬁAubum and its grant

recipients for a period of five years following the end,:gf;gaéh prong i year. These records

will be available for public and HUD review. Up fi'?ng thé analysis of fgfi&;housing

. . . . e . Tl .

impediments will become part of the planning é&gss for the Consolidated“PJa }ﬁThe City
it

of Auburn will annually assess the success of its affit: ative%grketing actim};; d

determine if any corrective or additional strategies af ;,%{g;gﬁgfd to'better inforf people
about their equal rights to housing choices. s,
e
o

Lead Based Paint

., 5?{% e

Over the past 100 years, the percentage of "I’gad ) paint
the 1940°s to 6/10% aﬂgggi;;g&;/%gfnsumer Pro’i;ﬂf “Safety ;‘i‘ﬁmission ban in 1978. Older
housing, particularly/}%iﬁ{sing b%}; before 1944, is at highest risk for containing lead-based
paint. Using an esgim,a&t};gn techri;ﬁixe develope&ﬁgpy The National Center for Lead-Safe
Housing, a rough estirﬁé’fi@; f th(;f; umber of hou%i};ﬁ? units at highest risk for lead based
paint hazards wa,sﬁdevelo;féég?ﬂ,p%gf@g%@gg fggf"ﬁousing units occupied by very low-
income r;nt@fﬁ%’ﬁ,%ﬁ@%b{y Hlfliias an iriai%%r of highest risk. Auburn may have
approximately 1,65 9h@s;ng unif§awith a potentially high risk of lead-based paint
somewhere within the p'}agf::ﬁjcular ho@n’é unit.

7
V. ied from 50%, common in

¥ o
g7 o ~
S, ; .
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CHAPTER 3B: HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT NEEDS

Homeless and Special Needs Populations:

Homeless Populations:

The lack of reliable, non-duplicative data makes estimating the homeless population in
Auburn impossible. For instance, some of the homeless fami és«’Se,rved by the YWCA
shelters in Auburn were transient and had never lived in Aueéj until they were placed in
the shelter. On the other hand, some families residing in sheftéfs/gcated in other cities had
previously lived in Auburn. At best estimates of Aub; fm's " '?%iﬁ}(" can be measured
relative to characteristics and trends of King County /sf,gme’less popﬁ]@fl/%fl in general.
/ ,

% ’*’5’% 4

The "One Night Count of Homeless People in Seafﬁ’éa i %’bunty" has béen conducted
annually for the past 28 years. The Seattle/ng ¢ i ty Coalition for the Homeless

Regional Characteristics and Trends

(SKCCH), a partnership of not-for- pz and governm Zitzagencies that collaborates to
address the needs of homeless people, a er51ght of event.
% ’5"’*‘%”5’} ,55

The 2008 Annual One Night Count was epn ﬁg} ]
that a total of 8,439 peoplerare homeless 1n’l§i County/on any given night. The survey
of shelters and transj ‘wnaf%y’ ams found@ 808 people utilizing services on the One
Night Count. Thes %et countﬁ} rtion of the%ount found 2,631 people surviving outside
without shelter, 40 of (fo om w% counted in /gjfjbf m. 2008 marks the first year Auburn
has part101pated in the Ann ﬁnev}ﬂ;j ;53 /%}nf
zf’?w i /;. i, i 7, e

Accordglg to the Zéé;ﬁ : ﬁf@)ne Night Count there were 7,910 people who were
homﬁlﬁgs The 2008 cotir :epresent‘s‘?a 7% increase in King County’s homeless population
in the prégaous two years. ”f"«?f ,;,/

25, 2008. It is estimated

Figure 3.21
2008 One-Night Count
2006 | 2007 2008
Street Count 1,946 2,159 2,631
Shelters & Transitional Housing | 5,964 5,680 5,808
Totals 7,910 7,839 8,439

Source: Seattie/King Co Coalition on Homelessness

The One Night Count survey asks participants to list the last permanent address of people
utilizing their services. A permanent address is defined as a place occupied for at least two
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months, excluding shelter and transitional housing. This information was collected for
over 70% of the households who were accessing services. The following table summarizes
the results. The total number of survey respondents who indicated South King County as
their last permanent address was 15%.

Figure 3.23
Last Permanent Address of Households Surveyed

# of Emergency Transitional
Households| Shelter Housing 4. Total %
e,

Seattle 1,772 60% 49%. | 55%
Out of State 483 17% | #12%7%] 15%
South King County 499 11% . ["%20% 7215%
WA State {outside of King Co} 189 j%&m = 1% 6%,
North or East King County 298 | 4% | 6% o
Unknown/info not monitored 551 "

<
G,
ot o,
e G

I «:‘5«?
Factors Contributing to Homelessness {@%

ALY

e
e
G ;‘x;,_,«'

When the survey was conducted, the Klng

. ) > .
County median household  income %ﬁ'as,,; Figure 3.24
$81,400 per year for a a*fﬁi’fgi? f four. Of tﬁx Factors Contributing to Homelessness
households served ot the ni ﬁ:{ the surveY% o
70% had incomes?bé] fc};;%y?SO% %? the KCMI. %| Factors Contributing
s P % . . - o
Among the homeless pééﬁ?ﬁe,xsyfy ’yegl. 19% of | Economic or Financial Loss 19%
them receiggiﬁ come frofi & ; 047" | Domestic Violence 19%
. 6 fﬁ%@%’}}w v o Transience 13%
received piblic assisfance, 9 et the federal - ] :
disab',iify& re qulrexﬁéﬁts «*f@xf%} receive Ev1c-t10n o?' Plsplacement. 12%
Sup Igyrfif{‘é tal Securityw ,:5_0 (@Sﬁ) and Family Crisis (divorce, widowed, etc) 12%
16% ha d,*?ﬁn K F7 Physical/Emotional Abuse 10%
ke Other 9%
. L .
Of the total in lividuals {}yyho were counted, 1]2 ld,mt meet housing criteria i ;’
approximately 3,180, rovided information acism . (;
. . AL 1
relating to contributing factors. The survey | Minor Asked to Leave Home °

allowed for more thian one factor to be attributed to an individual. Among the factors
identified, economic or financial loss and domestic violence were most frequently cited.

Auburn's At-Risk Homeless Population:

Among the several factors that contribute to homelessness, only a few of them are
measurable. Nonetheless, HUD requires the Consolidated Plan include a description and
estimate of individuals who are currently housed but threatened with homelessness. For
the purposes of meeting these guidelines, Auburn's "at-risk" homeless population is
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defined as a percentage of households that are overcrowded and/or significantly
unaffordable. It also includes a percentage of victims of domestic violence who are fleeing
physical or emotional abuse.

(a)

(b)

Overcrowded Households

Overcrowded conditions may indicate a "hidden homeless” population of families
who might be doubling up with other families. The Census Bureau defines
overcrowding as more than one person per room. Rooms include all livable subunits
within the housing unit including bathrooms, kitchens, enclospd porches suitable for
year-round use, and basements. For example, a family £ otr in a one-bedroom
apartment would be overcrowded. Overcrowding is af ‘,x dicator for homelessness
because some or all of the occupants are at risk g,ff 1spl {é’ /ment or eviction — for
instance, if the overcrowded conditions violate the egtal agréement. The 2002 One-
Night Count found that 12% of the populatlon eyed was hoﬁ@@s due to eviction
and/or displacement. The Year 2000 Ce s found 446 houseﬁéj with a total

population of approximately 1,560 peg et théx 5Census Burea % finition of
overcrowded. Approximately three-fourths f%ﬂgese h/(/{ﬁ@aholds were refital units.
4
Significantly Unaffordable %, K 2
f’@ . ”&;%5
Another potential indicator of ﬁomé(i’@sne§s is hoxfgé iolds with "significantly
unaffordable" housing costs. "Slgn‘iﬁcan §}/ - fordab,le is defined as households

&f«u

that pay 50% or more of their ho%g;gh &:for housing. Any number of
unexpected expensé"f financial crigfs puts at J; pardy the household's ability to
pay their ren%ortg%x The 2002 cg)ne-nght Count found 19% of the survey
population Wi f}emeless e to ﬁnancfé}%g(nd/or economic loss the Census found
1,878 households“%'f p é/ or morg-for their household income for housing.
& rental ung /I;ﬁ ‘the event of a financial crisis, a homeowner

Three-f 5.£ of the
has@ﬁﬁ’ﬁé;i enter’%s not have for instance, they can sell their home and/or

inance their ﬁ ge. FE) eason only the "significantly unaffordable" rental
jgﬁf?s are included in‘the estlgi;a} n of Auburn's at-risk homeless populatlon The
totalf Ié‘bpulatlon of thé e "mémﬁcantly unaffordable" rental units is approximately
3,595 ﬁeéple In the }féar 2007 during a two week period in May, KCHA received

11,000 apﬂ;t:?tlons /t;g) ‘their section 8 housing voucher list.
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(¢) Victims of Domestic Violence:

Police Incidents from the Auburn Police Department indicate an average of 772
incidents of domestic violence (including arrest) per year. Assuming each incident is
a separate household, and based on the average household size provided by the U.S.
Census, less one perpetrator; the estimated population is approximately 771....
victims. The 2007 One-Night Count found that 15% of the survey population of
2000 was homeless due to domestic violence.

In order to convert the above at-risk populations into an estimated need for both facilities
and services, the above at-risk populations are converted into th, ﬁ iritated number of beds
necessary to accommodate the homeless population at one-poi i/in time. The estimate

-

R .

assumes that the entire at-risk population will not need se%@i‘c’es %§§£ the same time; but

rather, services will be parceled-out over the period of 2 year. The™Homeless Continuum

of Care Plan" developed by the King County Home}gjfﬁf*fég Housing %@gewices Program

states the average length of stay at an emergency shélter is 14 nights. Using:this average,

. . A . s .

the following estimate was developed regardin d,ii%level ofigervice that mightherequired

#, ‘ %gz?,’,’

to accommodate Auburn's at-risk homeless populé%% i, #

Figure 3.25 ”

Estimate of Aubur‘i%&;%ggyllisk Homeless{%éggpulation
% I g??%pgﬁstimategf At-Risk
epended Variables: #HH ﬁfst Popl ";fi’;z:’gdf)fsny Population
-- victims of domestic v1al§%éégfj‘?§ R 384 Q’3'@‘?’;6" %8% 219
-- significantly unatfg;;’éfa%le houihg%;gsts 1438 35%5 19% 683
— overcrowding ¢ i, % | aas | 15610 13% 203
E ) | Total At-Risk Population 1105 a
Average Bednights; 14 b
Total Bednights Per Year] 15470 c=(a*b)
Total Bednights Per Da 42 d=(c/365)

services and faciliti “homelessness and homeless prevention. The County applies
annually for McKinney grant funds to serve the homeless and at-risk populations; agencies

in Auburn are eligible to apply for these funds much as they apply for HOME funds
through the consortium.

(a) Emergency Shelter

Auburn has two shelters -- one shelter is operated by the YWCA and the other is
operated by Auburn Youth Resources (AYR). The YWCA shelter consists of two
2-bedroom units that contain approximately six total beds. The shelter primarily
serves one and two parent families with children. Occupants can stay in the shelter
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(b)

©

Other Facilities, Social and supportivéf@?%g @;%

for up to three months. While in shelter, the YWCA refers the tenants to
appropriate health and social services. The AYR shelter has approximately six total
beds. It serves primarily runaway and abandoned youth. Counseling, education,
information and referral services along with foster home placement are provided.

Transitional Housing

The YWCA has twelve units of transitional housing in Auburn. These twelve units
serve primarily homeless families. Tenants may stay in the transitional housing for
up to two years while only paying 30% of their income for gent. Half of this
payment goes into a savings account for use when the ho €hcld moves on to
permanent housing. The YWCA provides counseling gt fd. eferral services for these
shelters.

Daytime Facilities /fﬁﬁ» %

: ::,e}ters sony kitchens or 0 f?iaynme

only facilities. The Auburn Community Suﬁﬁe rogr’ém offers a free supper once a
week at a local church. % ,;;ff
, %f;fj?

7 i,
Auburn currently does not have any day: ﬁ;

i,
St. Vincent de Paul coordinates a hotef youcﬁfg

Uy
’”ﬁz’:g) Tam for the homeless. The

Salvation Army has re n 1 opened a }u/}; ing office to provide emergency
assistance for 1nd2ﬂtl‘5 families. ,;%2 :
In addition to p; zdlng sheltet for homeles'% outh, Auburn Youth Resources offers
other services 1nclu@§ 1nd1};/dual group anﬁ,famﬂy counseling; support groups for
teen parents and Victits: e hol/drug evaluations, counseling and
educaf} emp%g{ent serv féf/ and 24 hour crisis intervention and foster
hon;éplacemen’tf ; ,ﬂ

’%ubum Food B %rowc(gg Semergency assistance with rent and utility bills. It
also ad%}}/msters the lo¢ ffood and clothing bank.

Auburn’ s/é,ilgrches provgi?e social services in the amount of $150, 000 $200,000
annually in theggorm of’g emergency rental assistance, food, shelter, and clothing, among

other basic survxﬁgl néﬁls

The City’s Fmancé{ Department administers a utilities (water and sewer)
reimbursement program for low income Auburn senior citizens as well as the ‘Auburn
Cares’ program which

In addition to the services mentioned above, several agencies outside of Auburn serve
Auburn residents. Agencies which receive financial support from the City include the
following: The Domestic Abuse Women’s Network (DAWN) provides shelter and
services for victims for domestic abuse; Washington Women’s Employment and
Education (WWEE) provides employment training and placement services to low
income and unemployed persons; Catholic Community Services provides a number of
support services to low income and homeless persons including emergency housing
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assistance; YWCA provides emergency assistance to the homeless and victims of
domestic violence.

Victims of Domestic Violence

Victims of domestic violence are another subpopulation group that requires special
attention. Each year the City of Auburn allocates nearly $100,000 or more for services to
victims of domestic violence.

Regional Characteristics and Trends %j;&x
S J ;

Statistics about domestic violence speak volumes about the;;§/

epidemic. According to information distributed by the;

€ Setipus nature of this national
;King é/” ty Coalition Against
Domestic Violence (KCCADV), in the United St%‘;fg‘ ‘%;;;womah%ijs;«eaten every nine
seconds by her intimate partner. On average more{}:gli%in”three women periday are murdered
by their husbands or boyfriends in the U.S. Ong/ini three women has beénbeaten, coerced

. . . gy o . G

mnto sex or otherwise abused during her llféf?njfgg} Domedtic violence tex"i’%g%‘i’g escalate

during pregnancy; as many as 60% of battered @f@meg{?{g’%ﬁerieme abusé’ during their
x% :

pregnancy.

Auburn is no exception to these natlon‘é{@% Is. Police reﬁ‘gg%;pg;cate an average of 772
incidences of domestic violence each y@@;. g: éﬁ% i;
,,‘

o

hese. figures are g6ﬁ§ewative. Many reports
of assault are connected to domestic Viof%pce /xé‘i;:@%pt ineluded in these numbers. In
any event, Auburn polic‘gf;@égicers are respo ;?ng 10’ "f&%"or more reports of domestic
violence each day. Tlgf’fot ”%%mber of di’i”é}estic violénce related incidences for South
King County increggéﬁ" 13.2% éigl 1,193 in y@gr 2000 to 1,250 in year 2001.

The impact of domestic €§}§f9@6§¥,%£re%ﬁ5t not be overlooked. KCCADV reports
that during P2, )p,l proxi‘ﬁg’@;tgly 1,355°86ith King County women received services; out

of whichthese 1ct§§é;l;ad a fofal of 1,761 children. National statistics indicate over half

en-who abuse théi‘"ifg%;nale fiégners also abuse children. In homes with four or more
childre; the figure leaps 6 over 90%F or the children whose mothers are abused, they are

six times more likely to af’fgﬁlpt sticide and 50% more likely to abuse drugs and alcohol.
50% of all méntal health caf;gf:f?dollars are spent on adults who were abused as children.

v
For every single victin .6f domestic violence served by local shelters, eleven other victims
are turned away. Each year, in King County, more than 15,000 women and children
fleeing violent homes are turned away from shelter because of lack of space. Domestic
violence was the leading cause of homelessness in King County outside of Seattle. These
figures do not include the many more women and children who are sleeping in their cars or
farmed-out to friends and relatives.
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Factors Contributing to Domestic Violence:

There is no clear method or list of characteristics that determine who will be likely victims
of domestic violence; aside from the fact that it is most likely to be a woman (95% of
batterers are reported to be male). Domestic violence crosses all socio-economic
boundaries, affecting women of every age, race, religion, ethnicity, and sexual orientation,
regardless of marital status. Although women at every income level might experience
domestic violence, the majority of welfare recipients have experienced domestic violence
in their adult lives and a high percentage currently live in abusive situations. For women
of color, immigrant and refugee women, bisexual, lesbian and trang nder women, and
women with disabilities; they encounter many additional barrier; Ve enathey seek help. As
described in a study by the Seattle/King County Department/g

v
fPublic Health, key barriers
include lack of knowledge about the law, lack of knowled babd/ffffjhe availability of
available services, and lack of safe, affordable housing,, ffg

o, %f
Existing Services and Facilities: & ‘%«'
/% ,,%;/

provide services to approximately 225 victims of domégé~violence and/or sexual assault.

In FY2008 the City of Auburn provided more than*MjQO 09, Ah General Fundigrants to
The funds are allocated among ten aggycws these are hs( below:

i i éjf

%ffff e, jg’%&f
.. Consejo '?‘%// f 10,000
Crisis,g:km.c /ff "’%’ 7 3,000
. /%v‘ﬁﬁ”’f’ i, ":f‘?"y ":’ 9,000
..#Kihg County é%&ual Assault R?égéource Center 22,500
L] ubi@%ente ?i.a,tlno Program e:wf” 7,500
Soundgﬁjanﬁf’ eatt ’ﬁ{;}%phaxg@;af Responsibility- 10,000
”:{//g’/jﬁgupd Meﬁ@@ealth DV Tf;erapy 7,000
... VallagiCities Cotfiseling: DV Advocacy 12,000
YW(fnghlldrengg Services ‘ 5,000
.. YWCAZDV Services 20,000
& subtotal: 106,000

In addition to these, the City runs a Domestic Violence Victim Support Team (DVVST)
which responds with Police to various instances of domestic violence and sexual assault in
Auburn. The team is funded with General Fund monies and operates under the direction of
the City’s Domestic Violence Legal Advocate in the Legal department.
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In 2006 representatives from agencies in South King County that serve victims of domestic
violence met to prioritize the service needs. The service needs that emerged as priorities
are listed below according to their priority.

Priority #1:  More culturally competent and accessible services for
refugee and immigrant DV survivors.

Priority #2:  More services to children who are experiencing
domestic violence.

Priority #3:  Coordinated delivery of sub-regional serfvi/c-{éf;%;g,,

. & ’?”'
Priority #4:  More confidential shelter beds and/or saf gﬁ/,,havens.
e
e
e :
. —_ ’5‘%“,; E :
English Proficiency T i,
- L7

%

s

. %
Around 14% of Auburn's population speaks @dﬁiﬁ uage otifi‘ggthan English%@h’éfir homes.
Among these households, a total of 750 househﬁﬁ},ﬁféﬁ”ﬁ”ﬁ_‘total households} identify
themselves as "linguistically isolated". In other wor&é%fﬁuseholds in which no person 14
years of age or older speak only Eg;%ish or speak Er/{‘}fg:h/gh very well. The principal
household languages other than English’are;Spanish, Ukrafﬁ’é%é{ ietnamese and Russian.
Xf;% ag@;%% 3 “ o
. . - i e i .
Auburn has a higher percentage of linguistically gj@i@@gg?;}ouseﬁolds among Spanish and
other European languages th n the rest of pg, ; unt}f% f'*fé’fffollowing chart compares the
percentage of linguistic(}ailii%!sg ated househoxf}; by langué’;f ¢ group. For instance, among
all the households %ﬁﬁbum i ¥
anybody over the aé_e’:%zfm year

Figiifé 3.9

Linguistically Isolated Households
ﬁfg% i
B [ ]
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Residents with Disabilities

Regional Characteristics and Trends:

According to a U.S. Census, approximately 15% of King County's adult population
between 21 to 64 years of age has a disability. Among the County's disabled population,
nearly two-thirds of them are employed. The Washington State Independent Living
Council reports that 9% are considered "severely" disabled or approximately 112,000
residents. As the population ages over the next 20 years, this percentage is likely to

increase. / “,

/’%

e’:;«’if*f

The Census reports that Auburn had 14,445 over 5 @éfé”ef age that ar‘é'fl}ymg with a
disability. The Census defines a disability as a loffg-lasting physical, mezgf or emot10nal
condition. The Census divides disabilities into t llowmg,,sm categories. “3en
Disabilities" pertain to long-lasting conditions suc’fif lln é’ss}}z deafness, og;a'severe
vision or hearing impairment. "Physical disabilities’ f@&%ﬁ’de people with a condition that
substantially limits one or more basic @hyswal activities as walking, climbing stairs,
reaching, lifting, or carrying. The remé four categonés’f%}{lude people with physical,
mental, or emotional conditions lasting 1;( mgtiths or longer %ﬁ‘ake it difficult to
perform certain activities. The four actlvfiy categorie ;%? ere: (ag earning, remembering, or
concentrating (mental dlsablhty) () dressrf;g f" g’{ﬁy etting around inside the home
(self-care disability); (c oM t51de the héifie alone toshop or visit a doctor’s office
(going outside the h dlsabrﬁf é and (d) “f@;kmg ata ]ob or business (employment
disability). The ddta%geludes sdirie dupllcatlo s i instance, somebody with a sensory
disability may also have ‘ mpnt dlsabll%

"‘gi’i@rry oy

Auburn's Population

w7 éf;«ﬁﬁ"f;;‘ﬂff

Flgure 3.10
Ré;’;d ts with Disabilities
A & i

Tyﬁém,f Disability %% ¥ 5-15 yrs 16-64 yrs 65 yrs + Totals
Sensopydisability % 101 875 932 1908
Physicali ”l§abl||ty i 41 1977 1617 3635
Mental disabj i 312 1256 653 2221
Self-care disability” 0 473 658 1131
Go-outside-hore disability na 1,496 1211 2707
Employment disability na 2,843 0 2843

Totals 454 8920 5071 14445

Hunger

Regional Characteristics and Trends:

Washington State has the fifth worst hunger level in the national according to the U.S.
Department of Agriculture. "Food Insecurity", or not knowing from where your next meal
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will come, is approximately 40% higher in Western Washington than the rest of the nation.
Approximately 75% of the residents in Western Washington who use food banks are
employed or have some source of income. One main reason Western Washington has a
high rate of hunger is the high cost of housing. Increased housing costs consume a larger
percentage of housing income leaving less money available for food.

Auburn's Population

Food banks in South King County report that the requests for food bank assistance are
continuing to grow, with the greatest increase in working families %;Eh children. Food
banks are now providing on-going support to low-income Workggg’hﬁﬁseholds instead of
periodic distributions of emergency food rations. The Aubuq}fif@gd Bank serves a total of
10,500 clients per year, out of which 9,500 are Auburn re%;(@nté%ﬁ%g}istﬁbutes an average
of 70 pounds of food to 1,657 families per month and % S’Kyt-ins ﬁ€f§;§&)ﬂth. Staff at the
Food Bank estimate the amount of food they are disgribiiting is appro%iﬁig;gly 25% more
than in recent years. The number of clients serv;,gi{gif the Food Bank is f%ia@ly equivalent

. . P , 2l
to the number of low-income households in A/};ﬁf{tg %, K 4
! g 3 Lo, f-"fx?, g
%, d%f"’;@'& 2
o
K

Senior Citizens

Regional Characteristics and Trends:

k7
{;;;;?:xa’;’ s
%”’*y

2 ;,%f{% 2‘ 4;’/;‘%
From 2000 to 2008 the numb_er of senior ciﬁgcg%véﬁfﬁ?’ ¢ of 60 years increased from
3,444 t0 4,580 people.ﬁgf’f}fz{%}the numbei"?lderly 6;§'gears and older in Auburn who
experience difficultieg’with acﬁé%%es of daily fi%/ing is expected to increase by 38%. The

S

ey 4 eqe o, S s, . e, .
availability of affof’d&bﬁi&»houmn 2will continue 1;9 not keep pace with demand. The Area
Plan on Aging identiﬁe&’g"’;;im?;é;g;g‘" need foré?ﬁ?additional 1,475 units of affordable
housing for seniors in King"Cgiinty. i

R e
Auburn's Population: i G
i, 7 #
i, i

o

‘

. T .
Approx1ma‘§§cl“¥ 15% of Au‘%j;n's total population are seniors age 60 years or older. Senior
women signf’fg‘%gtly out-nuﬁber men. Roughly 20% of Auburn's total households have
individuals ove ﬁﬁ%@ge of f'§ years. The average size of the senior household is 1.45
persons, which mé‘é‘fi@t};}gﬁfﬁaj ority of them live alone. The median income of a senior
household is $30,000 per year, which is 25% less than the Auburn median household
income of $39,208 pér year and less than half of the King County median household
income of $53,157 per year. Approximately 60% of Auburn's senior households are very-
low income and 20% are low-moderate income. The Year 2000 Census indicates 70% of
Auburn's seniors live in owner-occupied housing. In a survey of area seniors, affordable
housing and transportation were identified as the two greatest needs; followed by in-home
care and home repairs.
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“ Chemical Dependencies

Regional Characteristics and Trends:

From January 2004 through June 2006 there were a total of 18,857 assessments in King
County with 90% resulting in patient admission for chemical dependencies. Among these
adults, approximately 1,000 are classified as chronically publicly inebriated — most located
in the City of Seattle, particularly its downtown core. Approximately 9% of the County’s
rural population is in need of treatment, while a higher proportion — 11% — of urban
residents are in need of treatment. %,

/}"fﬁ% -,
The continuum of care developed by the King County Divisi o Alcohol and Substance
Abuse Services strongly contends that housing is a Vltal g on’é%;/ o the treatment and
recovery of people with chemical dependences. bé 2of barr@ ibit the
development and/or provision of housing for chemlc %ependent 1nd uals and their
children. Among low-income persons, contlnugﬁemlcal dependency Ef,fe;,atens their
housing stability because it can affect employm d incOme stability an bility to
be good tenants. Finding a site for housing for ped{ﬁgﬁ th ’amlcal depend Hees is
difficult. Communities react strongly to what they perf;g; as dangerous individuals in the
vicinity of their children, community ety and propert

2,

According to information from the CI‘lSl é" (?ﬁ%/he follomngﬁffggenmes provide housing
for people with chemical dependences in South Kings,

Y,

«  Always Hop nine locations thrp, { (th
/«‘g i, &
. Cathohef Gg um“é{;ervwes Ké}henne House: confidential

/\

. Conquést (

er — T Y
G2,
Serv1ce’"é§% : {{éf éﬁf@%g/}gdé Way

/ 7
fé’ Place aple Valley
f{j;f ;f*;’f:%% ‘{x"(’?; y e
@' Population: “’f
f{j&i} e,

ﬁ?ff

Estimating A 3m s populat;on of people with chemical dependences is difficult to
impossible to de’té ine. §ing the estimated provided by the King County Consolidated
Plan (11% of the t?éi oﬁﬁlatxon) Auburn could have as many as 5,000 people with
chemical dependencé':é’f'g”in year 2008 the Auburn Police Department reports indicate that
roughly 10% of the total police incidents involved drugs or alcohol. These figures are
very conservative because they do not include traffic violations.

Auburn has several agencies that provide treatment and support recovery for people with
chemical dependences. Among them, these agencies are the following:

«  Police Department: Drug Abuse Education
Auburn Youth Resources: Chemical Dependency Services
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» Childhaven: Drug-Affected Infant Program

« Encourage Counseling Services: Christian counseling program

= Future Visions: DUI Court Related Services

* Milam Recovery Centers: Outpatient Addiction Treatment Services

*  Muckleshoot Nation: Muckleshoot Tribal Alcohol Program

*  Auburn Municipal Court: Alternatives to Incarceration and Treatment Release
Programs

Youth and Children

Regional Characteristics and Trends: ) %&g

prevention of child abuse and neglect as a priority ggg/égﬁnghmr comnffag; ies. The
Washington State Child Protective Services reported a total of 11,477 aéé?éifg ed cases of

*ég ' ol
The King County Consolidated Plan reports that cities in ?@lth Kl% ;(:gl/qunty identified

physical and mental child abuse in 2007 for K%ﬁ@mty, Wwhich is an incr%,s:g*ﬁf’%%
from 1998. T, g, jﬁe
k4

According to a survey conducted by the United Way of ‘K’é”gg County in 2007, youth crime

E . R . .
is another regional concern. Other con%é‘ms uncovered in %fga} urveys include an increase
. . . et «gxf? -
in number of children not being ready tode agﬁ}g%gn they atten%gg&aool, youth substance
abuse problems, and lack of services for childret &’gj}i{}%mh in\;ﬁfved in domestic violence
% as E

e
or abuse. % ﬁjf wﬁ%
Po G e

P 7 . _
The King County C%{%‘S”’ 1date(f{£}{;§gan estimategfiighat 60% of all children need child care
services. It estimatés‘#demand 1 gr 75,000 chil‘ﬂ&g{g@ slots; whereas King County has only
42,300 licensed childc ’lots./:;; emand for childcare is slightly less than twice as high as
the number of childcare slét}s‘;éjgél able?” For:low-income working families, finding
aﬂordablq;;éh’*ﬁﬂ”gﬁ%f mostiipossible without some kind of subsidy. Service providers
e, 75 . .
‘ and f@)’;;gfg{ge and after school scholarships, childcare
subsidie child care for special neé@§%hildren and child care especially for infant care,

art-time and weekénd houirs.

s, i
Among youth aﬁf’;s}ed for ggmes, approximately 40% are under 15 years of age or less and
60% are between 15 18%years of age. The majority of the crimes committed by youth
occur between 3 p.mzand 5 p.m. Numerous studies indicate the rate of crimes committed
by youth are significantly less in school attendance areas with after-programs that provide
12 hours or more of supervised activities. Among older children, out-of-school programs
create pathways for academic support, service learning, youth empowerment, youth
leadership, employment, career development, culture, arts, media, recreation and crime
prevention.

Auburn's Population:

Poverty is particularly harmful for children as they grow up. Approximately 14% of
Auburn's children under the age of 18 years live in poverty. In South King County,
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approximately 71% of the clients who use local food banks are families with children.
Poverty typically means a family and neighborhood environment with limited
opportunities for quality experiences that help a young child grow into resilient and
independent adults. Family poverty often entails reduced monitoring, parent
psychological distress and substance abuse, punitive parenting and less parental support for
child's early learning skills. There is considerable evidence indicating programs that
deliver carefully designed interventions with well-defined goals can affect both the
parentmg behavior and the development trajectories of children who are threatened by
socio-economic disadvantage. Programs that combine child-focused educational activities
with explicit attention to parent-child interaction patterns and relatmnshlp-bulldmg have
the greatest effects. ;? %

Anecdotal reports from truancy officers and other school sonﬁft;L dicate a connection
between self-care before school and truancy issues. Scl “{ provu‘flﬁg before and after
school tend to have a lower truancy rate than schoolg:w fhout similar pffi rams. Among
youth arrested for crimes, approximately 40% ar {gunder 15 years of age oﬁff less and 60%
are between 15 to 18 years of age. The maj og;y ﬂ,f the crimes committed l;y, p th occur
between 3 p.m. and 5 p.m. Numerous studies 1ndlééi)9//th ga/efof crimes com}mtted by
youth are significantly less in school attendance areas™with “after-programs that provide 12

hours or more of supervised activities,,
/
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Chapter 4A: Auburn’'s Human Service Strategy for PY2010-2014

Introduction

This section summarizes the City of Auburn’s housing and community development
strategy. It begins with an overview of federal, regional and city objectives. It proceeds to
outline goals and objectives to achieve the strategy. These goals and objectives are used to
review grant applications and determine which grants the City ought-to award. The next
section will outline the activities, outcomes and outputs progg > y grant recipients

selected for funding. Y
Federal, Regional and City Priorities Pl %

- 4
Auburn’s municipal code establishes that the pri éf{’y responsibility of th ;ty is to provide
for the health, safety and welfare of its citizen& 7 hile these services are 1mp§ t to all
citizens, low-income residents are particularly aﬁ@ éé services to maintain their
quality of life. The City of Auburn su ports nationaEggior al and local efforts to address

the social service needs of both the and the ci 2
fﬁfgz “
Federal Agenda: xﬁfﬁ» g,;x ,

The federal Departm )ﬁ{‘“ &ﬁ%g and Uthaniie elopﬁ'%ﬁ'i’”(HUD) provides cities, such
as the City of Aub Jriancial asgistance tG/1i€lp them meet certain national objectives.
Regional and federal olicies adva "E:e the accogaplishment of three basic goals. First,
programs are to pro », S é’fp rograms are to provide a suitable living
environment, Third, pr g;'?u Are Wk %

j s
{ éfﬁ/% mic opportunities.
y wr

P
Providé Becent Hélising: g«

/}:’f“ i, i,

7 = o
Decenﬁf@ysmg includes ‘ﬁélplng héfi;ﬁeless persons obtain appropriate housing and
preventmg@?sons from beg /mlng homeless. It includes retention of affordable housing
stocks and 1 /p,smg the tlability of permanent housing, in standard condition and
affordable cost ’fgdpw-mp me and very low-income families. Federally funded programs
put particular empk Mﬁn providing assistance to members of disadvantaged minorities
without discrimination due to race, color, religion, sex national origin, familial status, or
disability. Decent housing also includes increasing the supply of supportive housing which
combines structural features and services needed to enable persons with special needs to

live with dignity and independence.

Establish and Maintain a Suitable Living Environment:

A suitable living environment includes improving the safety and livability of
neighborhoods. Improvements involve access to quality public and private facilities and
services. It includes reducing the isolation of income groups within the community through
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the spatial de-concentration of housing opportunities for persons of lower income and
revitalizing the deteriorating or deteriorated nei ghborhoods. Programs geared toward
suitable living environment include the restoration and preservation of properties of special
historic, architectural or aesthetic value and conservation of energy resources.

Expanded Economic Opportunities:

Expanded economic opportunities includes the provision of jobs to low-income persons
and the availability of mortgage financing for low-income persor)gg%} reasonable rates using

. . . . . . ‘,»3,/2; ,/ . .
nondiscriminatory lending practices. Programs entail access togapital and credit for
development activities that promote the long-term econom}ﬁ;%;,,social viability of the
community, and the empowerment and self-sufficiency %}gﬁ’-fﬁ%me persons so as to
reduce generational poverty. g, 7 k£

Regional Agenda:

Vet . . «*‘I;‘/:%j%i"/ . ‘»wf::””'- o .
Both the demand and supply of human servicesﬁff%,}g’t hn}.% ‘ot restrained by f“yrlsdlctlonal
boundaries. A conglomeration of regional ﬁmding’%ﬁ{éf ‘{’f’ ‘Aypically supports the delivery
of human- services by regional agen@%& 3002 the gl :’,gynal Policy Comm1ttee of the
Metropolitan King County Council proyided: uamewox‘fcg,;ggg developing countywide
partnerships for provision of human se@ges. : igjna.r; servi“é;é;s};gwere grouped into five
regional goals. The United Way, King ({f’ anty, %fg}g el}eé”i{’éﬂ; and the South King
s ’f%pvhich in )1 7 %Cify' ifAuburn, adopted these goals.
s G e G .
ndated services and, as such, are particularly

e
0 ;gére not 7

@ reductions jgfing revenaf:&shortfalls. These regional goals can be
The g¢ g}g@mems ‘e not listed in any order of priority.
G, 7, E
,g;;;;.» . k/“f;;:x PR f%/;»’/%?‘? ) :r f?‘{
» Foodt roo%*ﬁ’é;ﬁ%d: Pertg%’/g% basic human essentials as food and shelter.

i,

S WItf:i’m families, neighborhoods, and communities: Pertains to

A
RS,

5. i
. g_gp%frtlve relationsh; hin
opportunities for soé%ﬁ}%?ondfﬁﬁ@nd providing a network of support for those in need.
£ E

55
{“/i*,‘y

) 7 .
« Safe havi&q from all forfﬁ% of violence and abuse: Assurance that people are safe and
feel securé ifytheir co}g%ﬁﬁnities, including school, home and work.
. ffff
» Health care to bﬁg’g’é‘é hysically and mentally fit as possible: Preventing catastrophic
consequences, such as death or permanent disability, from curable illnesses and

injuries.

L

»  Education and job skills to lead an independent life: Developing the capacity of
residents to acquire and maintain a living wage job is dependent on having the
education and job skills that match the needs of employers.

These regional goals are not inclusive of all human services. In particular, they do not
include services primarily supported by federal and state funding such as housing,
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employment assistance, criminal justice, mental health, chemical dependency, and
developmental disabilities services; nor state managed programs such as foster care,
welfare, Medicaid or Medicare. However, the adequacy of these services locally does
impact the demand for regional human services, and King County has provided some local
funding for mental health and substance abuse services for youth and adults identified in

the criminal justice system.

City Agenda:

In line with the City of Auburn's acquiescence that it is a partng;
and provision of human services, the City adopted the com}tg it
the regional human service planning process. Towards thiS#ghc
consider supporting regional human service programs

f theli'

and evident benefit to the residents of Auburn. Th}f fy s role in ﬁm’@zg local human

services strives to enhance the regional
delivery of services within the Auburn
community. The City may consider
local initiatives to provide human
services when:

//f’y ;
&;{5” 5
G
= Regional agencies are not {’//xf;}ﬁ

responding to the urgent needs of ”%9

Auburn residents. L, "%

» The demand or nee/(éx
services requiregimore

attention than V&Zﬁ/ t reglonal /f{x

agencies can pro @gx ithont ég’ i
addltl/}l@h& SldleS fﬁf ’i;xfg

(é/d.*to meet

uf,}r

,f/;;z ;Aff

. Slﬁg{ serv1ceéﬁ§9/nee

specific local nee

zf 5
W 7 -
City Pn’él‘mes -

*’,«:ff {@351*
Within these ag/ﬁdas is bfé;‘é’a range of
demands for hum ﬁe ;@ffés The local
demand for human sé’fﬁces greatly
exceeds the City's financial capabilities.
Among all the competing demands for
human services, the following outcomes
and output goals are the City of
Auburn's priority concerns during the
next four years.

Figure 4.1
Summary of National, Regional
and Local Goals
National Agenda
= Provide Decent Housing

= Establish and Maintain a Suitable Living
Environment

= Expand Economic Opportunities
Regional Agenda
=  Food to eat and a roof overhead

= Supportive relationships within families,
neighborhoods and communities

» A safe have from all forms of violence
and abuse

»  Health care to be a physically and
mentally fit as possible

= Education and job skills that lead toward
an independent life

Local Agenda

= Respond to urgent needs that are not
addressed by regional agencies.

= Increase the level of service provided by
regional agencies to meet the demand for
services required by local residents.
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Regional Goal: Food to Eat and a Roof Overhead: Continue to ensure that
people have access to basic necessities of life which, for the purposes of this planning
process, are defined as food, clothing and housing.

Outcome: Auburn residents will have access to emergency assistance for food.

Output Goals:

= Delivery of services sufficient to distribute a551stance to at least

11,000 low-income households per year. //f;/,/

+ Keep up with growing demand for emergengy: {2’ serv1ces by
increasing storage capacity and coordinat;;{’ &

1l artnershlps
among South King County food banks an ood dlsﬁp ors

Outcome: Auburn residents will have acce {{ ‘emergenc ass1stan’6;'éﬂn the event

that they become, or will soon - hgéome homeless.
Output Goals:

= Maintain the avalla!bﬁh‘
Auburn residents frog

7},@%mg home‘ié; each year.
e o, f};

» Have available approxfggately@@' fgfmcrgencsﬁj}me repair grants for very-
low i mcoge smgle famil§ home&ﬁi‘ S5 Who afé at risk of becoming
homelgs; gpalrs ré;/g}ade to keep" 'ﬂfélr home habitable.

e 7
PR

wto«fhave thé:@ountv's most affordable housing
161 ﬁ’ffﬁﬁuns

Support fé jonal éfforts for the fair share distribution of affordable
. housing f(‘{“ iow-lncome households.

>dilapidated and/or blighted, into affordable housing by
al non-profit agencies with proven experience to
professmnally manage low-income, multi-family housing.

»  Encourage mixed-use developments in downtown Auburn,

»  Create incentives for the development of planned communities that
meet the unique needs of retired couples and senior citizens
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Regional Goal: Supportive Relationships within Families, Neighbor-
hoods and Communities: Creating opportunities for social bonding and providing a
network of support for those in need is the definition of community.

Outcome:

Outcome:

‘44;/"
,

Outcome:

L ]
L
-
o ,.«‘

‘Iz»f

Auburn has a network throughout the city of before and after school
programs that provide supervised care, mentors and tutors for the
children of working parents.

Output Goals:

» Maintain and increase the availability of qu

» Develop and circulate information 'M 1t the value -of-school
programs along with a dlrectory g explalns the na the offered

supportive services to low-income f%nl ith children who are at-risk
of anti-social, destruct% %ehavnors antdfor academic failure.

;;;gx £ f
Output Goals: '@%, %

«'?

=  Support proven services f youth &é;ij%ed ééfbemg at-risk of developing
Gk i
crimin, éfég% ,»%

:/a{;d exp /él mental’igalth and substance abuse treatment for low-
hile }ﬁe young pg *ffa’;f}

‘%
S5

Pronf’gi tra}%lé%”fééxéjpaparen‘ts/ caregivers maintain nurturing

/} txon§h§;p with chlld;efﬁ’?’/}/xf

Aubul/‘i?gissemoi‘ff?iéltlzens and people with disabilities have access to the
supportnvﬁ?_s‘ervncéﬁhev may need to live with dignity.

/t‘t‘ ]f‘?

7
Output Goal“f"'f;ff; 4

=
”x

, - Provide ef érgency home repairs to very-low income seniors and people
L ‘with dlsabﬁitles so that they can remain in their home.

K
. r'g é%f“senlors and people with disabilities from becoming isolated by
p
prov1d1ng them transportation, respite care, meals along with other types
of supportive programs.

Auburn has affordable childcare for its low-income working families.

Output Goal:

. Continue to support regional efforts to subsidize the pro Outcomes of
childcare services for low-income households.

. Help assure the facilities of childcare agencies that serve predominantly
low-income households remain in good repair and condition.
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Regional Goal: Safe haven from all forms of abuse: Freedom from violence
and sexual assault is an inalienable human right that should be safeguarded in the
community including schools, homes and the work environment.

Outcome: Auburn residents who are victims of domestic violence or sexual assault,

including the children of victims, have access to appropriate services that
will protect them and help them heal.

Output Goals: y

= Provide crisis intervention through the contin /; fsupport of regional crisis

line and teen link services. y ”.",x,%
o I'

»  Support regional efforts to provide and"’x O}{aln céﬁﬁﬁprehenswe services to
victims of domestic violence and seXxf}l assault, 1ndl,§§;ng the provision of
confidential shelters, advocatesff erapy. ,;:;x,;;{,

s e

= When incidents occur on weeﬁe» "s when fe )y resources a{e’é’g /zulable

offer supportive services to vié % of ab /}%d sexual assattf until
appropriate referrals to regional ser:

be made.
» Develop and provmfg ilt
immigrant domestic" \f oie 5,%

) ivors. fff;{,

‘i"" e

i
»  Mobilize commumty r@mees f@y ate a@mst domestic violence and

sexual assa " ; cludlng‘fé% ?' Itye gjnon assistance to the children
of viefims, and gg creatlon S commumty  fund to sustain services and
mekt t//ff{dlque needs’ £

/x;;;«’f;

, /“

x’}

' g;é" i gfy
»ft jcare to be’ p"hysncally and mentally fit: Good

h aré,%r?ecogmzed as both critical to the individual and an indicator
regardl ﬁé the quality o if;'e a coxgnlty provides its residents.

Within the éfi_i_ty llmlts of Auburn are located non-profit agencies that
épr0v1de healthi’care to its low-income residents.

f/'/,é«(« ] ;"j;r

Output Go alg:. 7

S gg;jj;éﬁ'fa regional network of community health services that provide

l;as;lc health care to low-income residents.

. Maintain a network of agencies providing services and therapy to
residents with chemical dependencies.

. Assure the availability of services to residents trying to manage chronic
diseases and losses caused by death.

. Family counseling and support groups for children, youth and/or parents
at-risk of academic failure, anti-social, suicide, chemical dependences
and/or criminal careers.
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Regional Goal: Education and job skills to lead an independent life: The
capacity to acquire and maintain a living wage job is dependent on having the education
and job skills that match the needs of the employer.

Outcome: Auburn has a central location that makes available a_variety of services
and assistance to individuals who are starting a business.

Output Goals:
. Help potential entrepreneurs obtain the busméé’ /ﬁ ills they need to start
and sustain a business. :;»,’/
// y,

. Provide potential entrepreneurs reseat‘/ and teé ical assistance on
potential businesses in Auburn f‘heans to ﬁnanég}h m.
4 iy,
Outcome: A collaborative relationship ex;g’i@fm Auburn between nox{’{} fit and
educational organizations that éfrive to incrédse the average @ﬁucatlonal
attainment of Auburn's adult lanQrceﬁ"

Output Goals: x;f{f.f s
. Help low-income re$1den1§; rease thﬁf ;vel of employment by

focusing on their llté?@py arf" %&mematlc fg}glls
S *‘f«‘f* / j’ i, K4
. Prov,x ’fé Wl }}(gome Auﬁ "’fé’éz dents 'techmcal assistance and support
tque ease or uﬁ rove th”j’ xemployablhty
x@ ,w ?‘;:,g,, %é;%
Outcome: trengtixen downto/Wn Auburn a city focal point by building on
existin f'/fe S, ffﬁ {';'%f‘ fcatalvsf projects in key locations, stimulating
: 'fwff nd re@é%lopment and constructing high-quality public

/Xﬁ

: ’Borhoods

. Research and technical assistance to expand employment opportunities
in downtown Auburn.
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Chapter 4B: Auburn's Human Service Strategy for PY2010-2014

Neighborhood Revitalization

Over the past decade, the City of Auburn has experienced sustained demographic and
economic growth. The core area of the city and selected residential areas have shared some
of this past growth, but the majority of growth has occurred in areas on the periphery of
Auburn. Urban planners refer to this phenomenon as the “rotten donut” effect where the
inner city neighborhoods decline as growth moves to the urb. :ifg}es.

4
In response to the desire to protect the City’s investment aivih é;%;;gas, as well as to
enhance their economic vitality and physical appearagge,ﬂ(e City fr‘?

“ludes this
"Neighborhood Revitalization" element in its Cons}g] Gated Plan. T}%%s;ablishes

procedures for the selection of target neighbor §°So that CDBG fund$Zlong with other
federal funds, may be used to preserve and/or4g

ze the targeted neighbéthieod.
i 7 2

Selection of Target Neighborhoods ‘@%xy/
@%

Target neighborhoods must be selec ;{ § eet egul’g @ggy requirements of the HUD
Community Development Block Grant Ate A articdf%%%he neighborhood must
satisfy the definition of an "grea benefits¥ behiefits are a ivities in locations where at
least 51 perceflt of the. r%%%re low-
not be coterminous wiffiCensus

e e
nd la}a rate-iﬁ%’?’é persons. Such an area need
16t otficially recognized boundaries but must be
the entire area serg&%{y the activ: 19ty that serves an area that is not primarily
residential in chara ~);§§fhall not f@ criterion.

’%" ) 22 % ;y,
e g e

Neighborh§6Plan: /" Ty
N e
HUB/CDBG regulations requirea written process used to develop a neighborhood

o
¢/

revitaiTiZf%?;pn strategy. T?ﬁ”%\"Neiéﬁfébrhood Plan" must be developed in consultation with
member; "égthe target nei / jorhood. Furthermore, the plan needs to contain the following
componentﬁ%;%}‘ b
U, . : : :
. Econéjg%gc figitions of the neighborhood including levels of

employﬁl@p “number of businesses located in the neighborhood,

condition of housing and public infrastructure.

. Describe opportunities for development including the demand and types
of public facilities and/or services needed in the neighborhood.

Describe the problems that the neighborhood is likely to face as it
attempts to implement activities to meet its area wide needs.

. Performance measurements that include goals and anticipated results
caused by implementing the Neighborhood Plan.
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Local Investment Area:

"Locally Investment Areas" are defined as neighborhoods within the city limits of Auburn
that meet the criteria for activities funded by the CDBG program. The eligibility to expend
CDBG funds on these activities is contingent upon the individual activity instead of its
location.

City Priorities:

/55‘):'“
Among the many activities that would be eligible for CDBG futiding in neighborhoods that

become local investment areas, the following are priority%; t!'&""’(S"i%fs,%;’/@_;gions for the City of
Auburn's CDBG funding. £ %
. 5 % }?,;;K,

z ﬁ g

(a) Public Infrastructure: Deferred maintenggﬁ%g City streets, sid?@%}cs and
greenbelts has resulted in a crumblingfgi%{/tructure in many neigh ”éi%bgods.
Streets typically have a 15-year life an&%iid}gyvalks %ﬁa life cycle of g{?ﬁ’)’und 50
years. Auburn's inner city neighborhood§§‘ff§; , :’féé‘h 50 to 100 years old. Most of
the streets and sidewalks in ggg;s%g{peighborhogf‘i%gf’}ave never been rehabilitated.
Additional resources may stﬂ%ﬁ’é’iﬁgﬁfgd to addx”%;%}gcal neighborhood needs (for
example, traffic calming projeéts), artd:4h ;ty nee %}g continue its efforts to

make all pedestrian walkways aé@_{%}sibl’é:@ s with‘disabilities.

e

2{;&‘" o é‘% e i
b Parks and Recréational Faéilities: R%%/gnts continte to express a need for
L ! p
improved gg% tional spatgf;and facilifies. Outdoor space and facilities are

typically irf:“ffifgf’gg of rehabi '%}ion. Th&@)y of Auburn's Department of Parks

N xf%f’” o yetl . . .
and Recreation gperates inder & comprehiensive park plan which also provides
i . Ra i, ot o . -

Sl

for; 'ag;/g; / uséé%ﬁ&umty cent ’frf? nd an activity center. Additional
%f’g”ﬁ)‘ilrc'e*s il e nee ,gﬁto address these improvements and local
éighborhood ] fgé%f

(c) Environmental Pro%ié%‘{éﬁon: X, priority for any City is to preserve, protect and
enﬁéﬁ;@p its environi’fij;é‘jntal assets for the health and enjoyment of residents and
visitors. 7 burn j; ‘2 designated "Tree City USA". It is also a regional hub for
mass transit; X;In}“‘g%{nng the walkability of inner-city neighborhoods and reducing

. ”f‘ »
the reliance of

:;f's residents on single-vehicle automobiles is a priority
consideration; including funds for planting trees, code compliance, installing
bicycle paths along with other pedestrian amenities.
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Auburn's Neighborhood Revitalization Strateqy

Goal: Implement neighborhood plan recommendations to preserve and/or
revitalize targeted low and moderate-income neighborhoods.

Outcome: Implement the City's growth management strategy by carrying out
recommendations in adopted neighborhood plans.

2

o Support the Department of Public Works ca f alimprovements of

streets and sidewalks.

e Support the Department of Parks and/ g:reati master urban
reforestation plan and its comprehefisive park p f’ spec1ally for low-
income youth.

« Support traffic calming in fg§idential nel%grhoods. %
o Increase the number of places Wﬁg ere fAT
;;a‘

play with young children. K
% W
e Develop an avail i %'ty cente’i{ activity center for use by
s

the residents of the @é%{ of ) %
/W J@”fm k4

s

oods (i"iiﬁ%vntown Auburn.

\

Outcome: Connect«;tﬁé?ﬂnn‘él:-cltv ne(’('%hbrf f«

y P

. &5 ort impro 5, pedestg .and bicycle connections between
g :? d downto Auburn

Z ,/ .m
"ff ‘j; an cro %other types of amenities, such as pocket
/ij’%g% t @e walkmg to downtown enjoyable.

xx" «:—e:z

. Anafgf”;:g potenffal neighborhoods as potential for designated home-
occup ﬁjgp land 4ides along with the amenities and parking necessary to
malntamfglen residential character.

i ’f/j’i‘f”«' " f/%
Outcome: Increase t < number of low-income neighborhoods eligible for

co%i‘de’fﬁ%’ﬁon as local investment areas.
K7
. Contmue to work with neighborhood groups to identify local needs
(including street improvements, neighborhood clean-ups, traffic
calming, accessible sidewalks and recreational facilities) and develop

strategies responsive to those needs.
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Community Center Project

The City of Auburn is requesting $7,650,000 in funds to develop an approximate 20,100
square foot community center building to be used for educational, cultural, social activities
and large non-programmed community meeting spaces. The joint-use facility will feature a
spacious and welcoming lobby and a large community gathering space for up to 350 people
as well as dividable space for recreational activities, programs and classes. The center also
includes meeting space/classrooms, lobby, kitchen, restrooms and storage. Area will also
include office space, meeting rooms, break room and administratiye.areas for
approximately 20 full-time and seasonal Parks, Arts & Recreﬁl%loyees.

P,
Project Description éféﬁf‘ff’:’% ’;‘éf
The City of Auburn is without a dedicated gathering /gg,gé:‘é” fora po‘ﬁig%ion of over 65,000
people. According to a 2005 Auburn Parks, Recrgﬁigﬁ%%nd Open Spdé@};%%pn, the City of
Auburn should have one Community Center av;aj)}aéle per 40,000 peoplé"?’%i:fi:g&is deficient in
this type of facility. The new Community Ceﬁf@%ll serve the entire comﬁ?@@ty and be
open year-round. It would be used for various Kéalth, fitn ‘,;a“‘%d wellness proéi"’:’éms, multi-

generational and multi-cultural events, special eve fé‘;&

s

o7 ﬁféffﬁ'gg family programs, art, craft
and music, community education an%é@ggialty classé?%anded youth and pre-school

.

programs, meetings and corporate ev{)’é{};tg?f@ edding régéptions. The City of Auburn has

invested in the design phase of the Corifpunity #enter and 'Q%idéing would be used for
. E ) E f i, '7%5") v
construction. , ¢ &éf;%f}%x% G
y 4 ¢ 4
Benefits jx,”i”
Contribute to comitfit ise of community — create a community
- ﬂf’a‘f‘ﬁ"u
gathering place for n%gg;l}bors %%o meet
Offer a broad range of ?éngi iti nygf%éﬁﬁihteraction, especially with new residents
of Auburnz”, 7 .
Provids ,j;f;ffé”mmum“ exibility and multiple uses through design; adaptable to changing

intergsts

A . 5
Provide; “'%;facihty that is tﬁ}fgpmall

k y%ﬁ%asible, affordable for participants, and can generate
revenue fbj{?tffset a portion’g

operating costs

4 Cojmzﬁﬁ%nity Campus

Lies’'Gove Park is a recreational and educational campus serving the
cated in one of Auburn’s lowest income census tracts. The cluster
of amenities in this campus includes the King County library, Parks and Recreation
Administration Building, Senior Activity Center and White River Valley Museum. The
campus also includes the popular Rotary Spray Park, a play structure, public art, bocce
courts, horseshoe pits and two softball fields. A half-mile paved trail encircles an attractive
bermed and treed area. The City of Auburn offers a diverse population of over 65,000
residents. The Les Gove neighborhood is an area with a diversity of land uses and a
diversity of people. The area adjacent to the Community Center includes single-family
neighborhoods, multi-family areas, and a retail (commercial) area.
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Chapter 4B: Auburn's Human Service Strategy for PY2010-2014

Neighborhood Revitalization

Over the past decade, the City of Auburn has experienced sustained demographic and
economic growth. The core area of the city and selected residential areas have shared some
of this past growth, but the majority of growth has occurred in areas on the periphery of
Auburn. Urban planners refer to this phenomenon as the “rotten dﬁ’ ut” effect where the
inner city neighborhoods decline as growth moves to the urbanfﬁ,‘iﬁges

In response to the desire to protect the City’s investment jfA] %‘%gfas as well as to
enhance their economic vitality and physical appearange e“’{, City des this
"Neighborhood Revitalization" element in its Con iﬁﬁted Plan. Th @} establishes

so that CDBG fundé ong with other

federal funds, may be used to preserve and/or alize the targeted neighborhiood.
y ()
o 4
Selection of Target Neighborhoods é?gx e

i %t the reguﬁ requirements of the HUD
ogram f"’u- partictilaf; the neighborhood must
satisfy the definition of an "area beneﬁté‘?«;_gpsArea 5’5[ ’é‘ﬁgs € a ﬁ’vmes in locations where at
least 51 percent of the r@é@ﬁfﬁ’ e low- ‘ ! 5 ate Ifff é;fj'xe persons. Such an area need
not be coterminous y})ﬁh{ensus @jzts or ot cF Ef'lmally recognized boundaries but must be

the entire area se }?(;gy the activify; An actl‘ / that serves an area that is not primarily

residential in charadtéj,v,;hall not} ; ity under chntenon.
% i,
e o) gy
Neighborhiood’P an % %

o

i od 1, o
1.CDBG regulatlo ; requn: a Wntten process used to develop a neighborhood
revxtaﬁlzgt;on strategy. Tf{e "Nelghborhood Plan" must be developed in consultation with
members«*’éﬁ e target nelg'%borhood Furthermore, the plan needs to contain the following
componentssﬁfaj%,

P

. Econé;fp c c@iﬁlons of the neighborhood including levels of
employﬁ'”{'( tfnumber of businesses located in the neighborhood,

condition of housing and public infrastructure.

» Describe opportunities for development including the demand and types
of public facilities and/or services needed in the neighborhood.

Describe the problems that the neighborhood is likely to face as it
attempts to implement activities to meet its area wide needs.

Performance measurements that include goals and anticipated results
caused by implementing the Neighborhood Plan.
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Local Investment Area:

"Locally Investment Areas" are defined as neighborhoods within the city limits of Auburn
that meet the criteria for activities funded by the CDBG program. The eligibility to expend
CDBG funds on these activities is contingent upon the individual activity instead of its
location.

City Priorities:

Y

S

Among the many activities that would be eligible for CD%K’{
ey

égﬂ'ing in neighborhoods that
become local investment areas, the following are priorityé §i’d§:§§gons for the City of

Auburn's CDBG funding. > “,

(@  Public Infrastructure: Deferred maintenasiée on City streets, sidéwilks and

greenbelts has resulted in a crumblingzi tructure in many neigh ’@; }(p)ods.
Streets typically have a 15-year life an’%;;&‘&gwalks};ﬁgé‘a life cycle of 4r6und 50
years. Auburn's inner city neighborhoods &:’E/" 5% ‘én 50 to 100 years old. Most of
the streets and sidewalks in th g%’neighborhdc{{ Js have never been rehabilitated.
Additional resources may stil %‘%ﬁ@@ded to addfg@ocal neighborhood needs (for
example, traffic calming projeef;é‘;;)‘? o ‘, ity ne ;» 9 continue its efforts to

make all pedestrian walkways acg: ﬁ fSons M@’disabilities.

i
i,
ol

(b)

Parks and Recreationa

bili ‘City of Auburn's Department of Parks
W W | . .
tesaur &éf’,gf omprehensive park plan which also provides
:,«;&z:f:(fy . '{f:gx‘%g e, . . o,
 community ceﬁfer‘?gifd an activity center. Additional
e neédéd, to address these improvements and local

G P,
o G, {g'*?’% .
(c) Eﬁ?&{pnmental Pro x,;;tlon: A priority for any City is to preserve, protect and

ce. i i ental assets for the health and enjoyment of residents and

?%;%g@?designated "Tree City USA". It is also a regional hub for

it Improving the walkability of inner-city neighborhoods and reducing
the reliance *;‘,ﬁéfresidents on single-vehicle automobiles is a priority
consideration; including funds for planting trees, code compliance, installing

bicycle paths along with other pedestrian amenities.
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Auburn's Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy

Goal: Implement neighborhood plan recommendations to preserve and/or
revitalize targeted low and moderate-income neighborhoods.

Outcome: Implement the City's growth management strategy by carrying out
recommendations in adopted neighborhood plans.

 Support the Department of Public Works capit G
streets and sidewalks. /

y
o Support the Department of Parks and. }i tft;/ master urban
reforestation plan and its compre 9%1 e park p a%pemally for low-

income youth. e x;gx
 Support traffic calming in a;gtsﬁentlal neighborhoods. ’f%
L v

e Increase the number of places Wf)

ng amilies without backyérds can
play with young %}l ren. K

7 f'c’»‘?;
e Develop an availa & ,)p centeg@}d act1v1ty center for use by
the residents of the ég:ty %@

4’”;

%,
Outcome: Connectzfilefm’lﬁfén-cltv ne

oods tci’ ntown Auburn.

f,;‘nan cro other types of amenities, such as pocket
om /%/ke walkmg to owntown enjoyable.

ifgfi’ /f“

. Anaf)f:i’e potentfal neighborhoods as potential for designated home-
occupzﬁfgm lan: ‘féés along with the amenities and parking necessary to
maintaiiy’; glelr residential character.

/‘Z/
Ticrease themumber of low-income neighborhoods eligible for

'/:;:y ff »
nsid ig” tion as local investment areas.

fz(/z
/x?‘

« Continue to work with neighborhood groups to identify local needs
(including street improvements, neighborhood clean-ups, traffic
calming, accessible sidewalks and recreational facilities) and develop
strategies responsive to those needs.

Outcome:
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Community Center Project

The City of Auburn is requesting $7,650,000 in funds to develop an approximate 20,100
square foot community center building to be used for educational, cultural, social activities
and large non-programmed community meeting spaces. The joint-use facility will feature a
spacious and welcoming lobby and a large community gathering space for up to 350 people
as well as dividable space for recreational activities, programs and classes. The center also
includes meeting space/classrooms, lobby, kitchen, restrooms and storage. Area will also

include office space, meeting rooms, break room and administrati ?Ieas for
approximately 20 full-time and seasonal Parks, Arts & Recrff/ ’fnployees.

Project Description . 4 f‘;gg;?

The City of Auburn is without a dedicated gathering %??’c%%r a p(@%ﬁon of over 65,000
people. According to a 2005 Auburn Parks, Recreati¢

%!

ation “and Open Spa’é‘g‘?} lan, the City of
Auburn should have one Community Center avgfégfe per 40,000 peoplea nd is deficient in
this type of facility. The new Community Ce&@%ﬂl serve the entire commiusity and be

. iy S K74 .
open year-round. It would be used for various hegg; , fitneg ;étfd wellness programs, multi-
generational and multi-cultural events, special eve g}&x/ {%g family programs, art, craft
and music, community education an};gg i , ))anded youth and pre-school

programs, meetings and corporate evei é@%ﬁ:dding eﬁ%ons. The City of Auburn has

g %

; epti
invested in the design phase of the Coum yvAZenter and f@'ng would be used for
Jt:yf K k ii‘%{«

%

construction. ,;;;? %
s 2,
/ %g};}gx ; i é%v%%
Benefits “ﬁifij & G

t ¢
. s A o Y . .
Contribute to compiunity pride aggg‘oster a séﬁﬁe of community — create a community

gathering place for neighbors, jfx:f%ﬁ}x?%gd frlenéggp meet

”’A:‘j“. e s;r&j‘ff( : ‘5«,«};}@;}(}_}{{ -‘7} o . . . .
Offer a broad range of a{%@%ﬁmﬁﬁg&%{g&%ﬁ Interaction, especially with new residents

o
of Aublf/rggzgg‘%@%

S %

5

-
bilit?’%’;d multiple uses through design; adaptable to changing
2 )

353

U . .
facility that is ff;}%pmallyaféamble, affordable for participants, and can generate

revenue to:0ffset a portion“df.operating costs

Les Gove Parkat d ng/é@nnity Campus
At nearly 21 acres; L s”j j0ve Park is a recreational and educational campus serving the
entire community andlocated in one of Auburn’s lowest income census tracts. The cluster
of amenities in this campus includes the King County library, Parks and Recreation
Administration Building, Senior Activity Center and White River Valley Museum. The
campus also includes the popular Rotary Spray Park, a play structure, public art, bocce
courts, horseshoe pits and two softball fields. A half-mile paved trail encircles an attractive
bermed and treed area. The City of Auburn offers a diverse population of over 65,000
residents. The Les Gove neighborhood is an area with a diversity of land uses and a
diversity of people. The area adjacent to the Community Center includes single-family
neighborhoods, multi-family areas, and a retail (commercial) area.
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Chapter 4C: Auburn's Human Service Strategy for PY2010-2014

Auburn's Homeless Prevention Strategy

e

A regional and local need that will remain a high priority relative to human services
supported by the City of Auburn will be the prevention of homelessness. The City has
historically provided funding to several regional and local agencies that provide
assistance to homeless families. Through their cooperation, the Clty strives to maintain
the following continuum of care for homeless families:

» Homeless prevention through the intervention /9 500 ;al service

agencies offering food, clothing and ﬁnanm e for rent and
utilities and emergency home repairs. B
» Temporary assistance offered by emergés y shelters. i,

y::};e’
= Transitional housing used to begin; i

= Longer-term supportive housing to’*fg vide th ;
environment and sufficient time for t jff;;xa eﬁt from the somal

educational, vocational %}suppomve f : ryices offered by local and

regional agencies. i
e il @%
Transition into affordab e, g{nn j ousmg. x%

A ’«ffé”* f;f
Auburn's Housing Renﬁ%’é’%ffé’fn ,&W .4

;rs are pro, ed by the’%y of Auburn's Housing Repair Program.
; % it %&% @ted in the City's Home Repair Program.
1R 2 .
éﬁfg% 8 %5% mts were mobile homes. The median
o
ts was $15,457 per year. The lowest annual income was
ne hlghesf'f v@} $54’3§;l fper year. Approximately 70% of the participants were
; f‘/})y living in povi ggy "&;‘{x i,
1;;,.;}&» ,;x% i
Approxmﬁf};ly 84 clients Were served during PY2009. The cost of repairs varied
between $3 (ﬁéé }}5 400. T ?fmedlan cost of repairs was $1,508. The most common types
of repairs are 10 fé wat { ‘eaters and furnaces. The majority of the program participants
are senior citizens % 5&% y ox1mately 64 participants were disabled.

Auburn's Housing Repair Program provides a grant of $5,000 to eligible applicants.
When circumstances require more expensive home repairs in order to keep the residence
habitable, the grant may be increased to $7,500 or, with the approval of the Planning
Director, more if the nature of the repairs require it.

All applicants for the Housing Repair Program must meet HUD's income eligibility
guidelines. In addition, the following selection criteria will apply:
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- Eligibility will be limited to repairs to single family residences at imminent risk of
becoming uninhabitable. Repairs will include, but are not limited to, roofs,
furnaces, hot water tanks, plumbing and electrical.

»  Grants are limited to single family residences, including mobile homes in
designated parks, located within the city limits of Auburn.

»  Eligibility will be limited to applicants that earn less than 50% of the King County
median household income. Applicants who are senior citizens over the age of 65
years may have no more than $50,000 in liquid assets. Agplicants under the age

of 65 years may have no more than $10,000 in liquid asset 4
g }
» The estimated value of the dwelling unit to be repaif’/ ] g nust be at Jeast three times
more than the cost of the emergency home repa&xf;}%ﬁ{ 4’%’% ,
»  All repairs must be completed within twelv&ﬁg nths from thedate of the grant
. . o S, .
award. Selected applicants will not be egé’ﬁ} for another hoﬁ%% repair grant for
the next five years. p 4 £

| Y T
City staff plan to explore the feasibility of relocat} 1g resi¢ g’/ ts who live in mobile homes
that are uninhabitable and do not m?; the above crif ;:j #1n particular, residences with a
value of less than $15,000. In additic ﬁ?‘i‘fﬁ%gglocation é§é§§§§ance to the homeowner and

T T, r,é/g%&w ..
: ﬁr@jg}%{need to I@%};%fle the demolition and

=N

their family, the program to be develd;

removal of the dilapidated residence. ‘:”;/; .
A S !“i’/j
% i,

}(‘jﬁ;fﬁ;«?f"j;f)

e tgfx i . .
Over half of Aublﬁ?g%lhouseholgﬁ;s}ié%vould quéjri;;‘ under federal guidelines as
low/moderate inconi"é?%ﬁ;ifgusehglﬁs%‘;}gﬁmb, has e highest poverty rate among all the

.. f;: {,jgf; X ‘,f);f;xxw&f{%:x;f ﬁ% Zi*’ﬁ‘,:"i* .4 e R i .

tygities. Thesglow income’ ouseholds have limited financial resources at
éi’?ﬁ%é’*’ vhen 14¢ed with normal uctuations in daily expenses and more
a;g;y’;ﬂof t}i’ég ouseholds are precariously housed and several of them
{ 1,  Tesidents remain or obtain housing, along with other
supportive:services that will help thém get out of poverty, remain priority issues relative

e I . . )
to the City's éonsideration for grant awards.
ik 55"*?5;

Xx

: by : : :

The City of Aubu*i, cpartment of Planning and Community Development (DPCD) is
its lead agency to coordinate the City's efforts to reduce poverty. DPCD administers the
City's general fund appropriation for human services and its Community Development
Block Grant program. It works in partnership with citizens, non-profit agencies, and
other city departments to:

» develop housing opportunities, particularly affordable housing;

* maintain and improve the vitality of Downtown Auburn.

» foster job growth and employment opportunities;

* encourage a thriving business sector;
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o support the delivery of human services;
« strengthen the quality of life in Auburn's neighborhoods; and
 increase civic engagement and citizen participation.

The ultimate goal of the City's Consolidated Plan is to reduce the number of people living
in poverty with the City of Auburn. Toward this end, the City will give funding priority
to programs which - in addition to complying with federal regulations and addressing a
priority outlined in the Consolidated Plan - are consistent with the following anti-poverty
strategy for resource allocation.

1. Each project must satisfy one of the three followm; 1

‘‘‘‘‘

e Are sustainable over tlmé&&gf&& ”’4%

f‘«% xﬁ?f
e Have demonstrated cooperéf ion a" laborati ﬁ‘?%mong government, private
nonproﬁt agen e§ and the pi %te S ,‘ e impacts and reduce

,533” Tt
e i Os%g%g
t BVE a more aﬁﬁoprlate ' rce of funds.
U A L
3. A prlonty poptﬂﬁ/t‘lon} ; Or ! c’!%ervwes is individuals (especially people
010 peop gj )ﬁh dlsab e%”ho are denied, by poverty and historical
;?{fg futloﬁ/ﬁgpmctlcesgfthe opportunity to develop their full potential and to enjoy
,:%,, f, benefits ofn‘émmuhifyf articipation. The City will give priority to programs
:gfrovxded througﬁ%rgamzaﬁons or agencies that demonstrate a commitment to
g their servici acce351ble to people through diversity training of staff and
Boér‘fés through regmltment and hiring of minority staff and Board members, and

throughﬁ/fforts to’fa}ewde services in an accessible and culturally sensitive

4. A priority population for CDBG-funded services is female-headed households
with children, who are currently, and have been historically, disproportionately
impacted by poverty.

5. CDBG funded services must, to the fullest extent possible, be appropriate and
accessible to people with disabilities, people of color, people with limited or no
proficiency in English, and other eligible individuals and families who may face
special barriers in accessing services. The City recognizes that while progress is
being made in improving access to services and activities, specialized access
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services are likely to continue to be required in certain instances to ensure that
priority populations receive the services they need.

The CDBG program was built on a premise of citizen participation in the
formation of policies, including funding decisions, which address neighborhood
and community needs. The City will give priority to programs that promote
community initiatives to identify priority needs and to address those needs.
Recognizing the limits on the ability of service systems to meet all needs, the City
will seek to leverage resources to promote comprehensive, Jong-term responses

that promote neighborhood self-sufficiency. 4 %&

y A
The City will give priority to programs that progﬁ%{g;s addressing the basic
needs of Auburn's most at-risk populations. y K "”?"’;‘ﬁg’gf{;f _

e %
/fg{”ﬁf/ :
The City will give priority to programs ?,gggé%ui
organizations to address the needs offA”iib‘ﬁrn residents.
T, g
economic development and

The City will give priority to programs tha%%%’é

promote access to quality job§:, positions th »;;’3; y well enough to support an
¢ purchase %f;ﬁ})%@usmg and other basic

£ e

adequate standard of living, 4
%ggkgng conalg%g%, and provide

apacity of local

P
i
necessities, offer stability and ef)%gen

L. k””,;{ 7, ,;7 e iy
opportunities for advancement. %%z pF
A, % 7 / ’gfi%g%

Yy

)
-
G
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October 9, 2009

2010 Annual Action Plan

EXECUTIVESUMMARY

Each year the City of Auburn executes specific actions to implement the goals and strategies of
the Consolidated Plan for Years 2010 to 2014. Actions that will be undertaken in 2010 are
outlined in this “Annual Action Plan”.

The City of Auburn anticipates the receipt of approximately $405,000 in Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds in 2010. Auburn’s CDBG fi ‘y%s will be combined with
approximately $606,500 of General Funds to create a total Human Services budget of
approximately $1,011,500 in 2010. Human Services is respo:}gj;%for providing and managing

financial resource to more than 30 non-profit agencies }!}é@‘fése{.&}% the Auburn community,

administering the local housing repair program, and deve Qp"ffféf collab&?%ns among community
partners to strengthen the response to residents in need ngf

The 2010 Action Plan proposes to allocate appgg‘é.mfely $60,750 of CDB%a;{unds to public

services. Most of those funds ($50,750) willsg@"fised to proyide dental and’

jeving”solutions to recurring social

) ‘gfé services providers. The Department of
d:f0 standardize the performance measurements
ot Plan combines the changes that both the City of

> gdical care to
uninsured, low income Auburn residents and $10,ﬁ€ﬁ,§for empleyiiient training. 45
Approximately $81,000 of the CDBG funds will be afféﬁ’., (ﬁ{) program administration, which
includes planning. The remaining @’% 250 will be Il cated to housing repair ($72,750),
economic development ($37,500), anégi ”féaf?‘j;}’p@ t of a se‘”@n 108 loan used to construct the
City’s planned community center at Les%e ﬁfé@%{%@ ’ff

The City of Auburn is committed to focuis /&ng

problems and achieve gréaterce aborati 1%

Housing and Urban g@eiopmen as work

listed in the Consoljdated Plan. The 2010 Acti

Auburn and HUD h plemen;g’féj»

o %
j ’/{gg’%@;" 0 {f%n is progressing as planned. Most of the
on Plan are undefway. A more detailed report of 2009 activities
olidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER)
blic review before the end of the first quarter of 2010.

/y}’/ 5"’}«“*
Overall the im lementa}j’t’?@f 7 7

The development 61 nual Action Plan involves both citizen participation and consultation
with local service providers. Citizen participation in the planning process began at a joint
meeting between the urn City Council and Human Services Committee. At this meeting,
Council and Committee members identified a series of community results that they would like to

achieve through the appropriation of City funds.

The City consults with local service providers primarily through the solicitation of applications
for Human Services grants. Grant applications prepared by service providers furnishes the City
information regarding the goals of the agency, target populations, proposed services, gaps in the
delivery of services, linkages to poverty reduction strategies and collaboration with other service
providers. This information is reviewed by City staff and the Human Services Committee.

The Human Services Committee's recommendations were incorporated into the 2010 Action Plan
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and presented to the City Council's Planning and Community Development (PCD) Committee in
September & October 2009. A preliminary draft of the 2010 Action Plan was distributed to all
the grant applicants and local service providers. A public notice was issued and posted at City
Hall, the Auburn Senior’s Center, and on the City of Auburn’s website on October 2, 2009; this
information was also published in The Seattle Times announcing that copies of the proposed 2010
Action Plan were available for public review. The City Council will schedule a public hearing to
gather testimony about the plan before it takes action to review and adopt it. The following
outlines the remaining steps regarding citizen participation and consultation for the 2010 Action
Plan:

October 2, 2009: Start of Public Review Process
October 19, 2009: Public Hearing ; i

November 2, 2009: End of Public Review Proice ’

2010 Annual

ﬁ/y 2
o

November 15,2009:  Deadline tg:8iibmit the plan to HUD ™%
Y 4 %
g K

i,

. ‘&‘f;ry’
2010 CDBG ESTIMATED RESOURCE; é&%gggf

N
In 2009 the City of Auburn received $46€%§4 cﬁ{‘éﬂgﬁ J fund?%’!g% 2010 the City estimates that
its CDBG funds will decreajs/gglifghtly from Jist ye ] ntit

o & G i .
«*’%’ﬁ «%9 'éc%nent The 2010 Action Plan

includes a contingency plaffiftthéevent that CDBG Funds 1ictegse or decrease.
% gf;x;i ):":;,::""; £
G- ff,«’} &

Cﬂg ESTIMATED RESOURCES

3

fi#ted CDBG Funds Available in 2010
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OTHER RESOURCES
General Funds

The City of Auburn allocates up to one percent (1%) of its general fund expenditures to provide
human services for Auburn residents through contracts with non-profit agencies. Assuming the

City will continue to receive the same amount of general fund revenues, the estimated allocation
from General Fund budget for human service grants is $545,600 in 2010.

TOTAL RESOURCES
Funding Source 2%% g
- CDBG Funds $405:0007, |
-- General Funds : i{‘ Z{:$:g§45,600%[2‘j fx:ff
Total Estimated Funds Ava%ég}g $ 950,600

Y
A

The expressed goal of the City's Conkgg/y Pl
poverty with the City of Auburn. Toward i f[{;f’ £,
programs that - in addition to complyingwith f egulatiofis and addressing a priority

,f;;-
eral.
o '?;A‘
outlined in the Consolidate kgp - are cofy Wi &%%{g@fgjlowing anti-poverty strategy for
. : i 7% “/);gfng;
resource allocation. yf" /’{‘g&ﬁ"’?ff’ e c

e
£ /(‘)i/x

ty will give funding priority to

oA

Each project3 xf}ifst satisfy o of the thré“ggollowing overriding goals:

o

ated cooperation and collaboration among government, private

cies and the private sector to maximize impacts and reduce
administrative costs;

* Do not have a more appropriate source of funds.

3. The City will give priority to programs that provide services addressing the basic needs
of Auburn's most at-risk populations. A priority population for CDBG-funded services is
individuals who are denied, by poverty and historical institutional practices, the

opportunity to develop their full potential and to enjoy the benefits of community
participation.

4. CDBG funded services must, to the fullest extent possible, be appropriate and accessible
to people who may face special barriers in accessing services.
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5. The CDBG program was built on a premise of citizen participation in the formation of
policies, including funding decisions, which address neighborhood and community needs.

The City will give priority to programs that promote community initiatives to identify
priority needs and to address those needs.

6. The City will give priority to programs that build and support the capacity of local
organizations to address the needs of Auburn residents.

7. The City will give priority to programs that support economic development and promote
access to quality jobs - positions that pay well enough to support an adequate standard of
living, allow the purchase of housing and other basic necessities, offer stability and
decent working conditions, and provide opportunities for adve

- e 2

The City of Auburn solicited proposals from loS/a 5 'ilce providers to agr /e the following
community results within the areas listed belegl’opulation performance 1ﬁ§i’®ators will be

applied to assess the overall success of the e é?,ﬁ ue of ongomgfsﬁ"pport these
indicators will be utilized to determine the effectivenéé’{épf x%ual programs.
Overall Result:  One-Stop Cénter éxf’
e . §

The City of Auburn will fund hun‘fém % rov1der é}gyho participate in the design,
development and operation of a One-Stop € enter anéxt/lil/e efficient, collaborative and
integrated delivery of services. it offers %@nme % % to’ art1c1pate in the design and

%ﬁf ly fofAifiding to accomplish one or more

tofAentaein Aub
of the following commyii /
W W
=  Abused and :

results,{,.j/f};/

cted Chlldr{ﬁ The Cit f’ Auburn will fund human service providers
that increase supp/ Ve ser}i §5§/g){/rg dren «5}3 are neglected and abused, specifically the
number of ¢ /hildren ’;f ng 'and repeated neglect and abuse, within the

mtilzf? %ff/{ﬁﬁ?y %, % ,@%t’he next three years

.- ims_of Dome*s e ’gg“ al Assault: The City of Auburn will fund human service
proy ?ders that 1ncre%r§%/ the n’ﬁ 1}er of Aubumn residents, who are victims of domestic
violénge, that make theansition £ a safe environment and self- determining lifestyle by 15%

within 'tﬁé pext three (3) {;éars
* Poverty Réfuctlon

B efC1ty of Aubum w1ll fund human service prov1ders who increase

years.

® Substance Abuse The City of Auburn will fund human service providers to develop
strategies that increase the successful completion of treatment programs by Auburn residents
who have serious behavioral and health problems due to substance abuse and chemical
dependency by 15% within a three (3) year period.

*  Physically and Mentally Fit: The City of Auburn will fund human service providers that
increase the availability, accessibility and use of health care to its low income residents by
15% within a three (3) year period.
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2010 PROPOSED ACTIVITIES TO ACHIEVE RESULTS

The City of Auburn requested proposals to achieve the following national objectives and
community results.

Create a Suitable Living Environment:

*  One-Stop Center:

-- Create a suitable living environment for Auburn's low income residents and people with
special needs by using its CDBG funds to make available float loans and Section 108
Loan Guarantees to leverage the funds necessary to develol?/}g Community Center and

future campus for the One-Stop Center which will pf?s" “for the collocation and
integrated delivery of human services. Y &
»  Abused and Neglected Children: ﬁjﬁ%;?

-- The City of Auburn proposes to allocate approxi }teﬁf $170, f its General Funds, to
generate approximately 7,700 hours of servi %ﬁnd 160 home;vaf,jfsit‘s that will benefit
use and neglect

1,657 Auburn adults and children, for the Byfp‘& of reducing chroﬁig;}gb

. / x _p::;’
of children. gg”«"«* 3{* s ﬁ%%g
= Victims of Domestic and Sexual Assault: i, 7 ‘ ”

o Axi
-- The City of Auburn proposes f% 9llocate $10 ,‘Tiﬁ;%f fits General Funds to provide 1,500
referrals for assistance, 160 b: fj; hts shelter, féj jgpurs of case management and 550

hours of therapy to approximateg'if (¥igtims of dofﬁ‘é%s“;ig violence and sexual assault.

/ wifgg’;ﬁgﬁ? - 7 7, 7
+  Physically and Mentally Fit: ‘ - % é”%%?g;
. N A -
-- Create a sultablefhﬁ% ronment’By, making he’%ltﬁf{giare available to 160 or more low-

Aubuﬁ}é%jqﬁdeﬂts y-gllocating $40,000 of CDBG funds and General
munity Hég;th Centefspf King County for the operation of its clinic in
i

aﬁfng dental care available to 75 or more low-

income, uninsy
Funds to the €

y |

Wit i
) { ; 1r’6{nm§%?g . ma :
/Album residents”by allocating $20,000 of CDBG funds to the

e@;}s of King County for the operation of its clinic in Auburn.

D W N ,
& City propofeg;&g alloég)’g%gn additional $45,000 of its General Funds for the purpose
“éié;{f}greating access ”f%ibealth C”éjﬁi*to over 1,000 low-income Auburn residents and enabling
dv‘fciggggzoo visits to quialified health care providers.

»  Poverty l{eﬁuctlon:

P

-- The City{ f Jrn-proposes to allocate $60,000 of its General Funds to provide nearly
12,000 Aubiui n_residents emergency assistance such as food, financial assistance, and
clothing. '

-- The City of Auburn proposes to allocate $16,500 of its General Funds to provide over 60
Auburn senior citizens congregate meals and home-delivered meals and over 1,200
Auburn residents a weekly meal.

--  The City of Auburn proposes to allocate $40,780 of its General Funds to provide over
100 Auburn residents more than 3,900 bednights of emergency shelter and/or transitional
housing.

*  Substance Abuse:
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- The City of Auburn proposes to rehabilitate a house to be used for the purpose of
temporary use primarily by domestic violence victims who reside in Auburn. $28,844
from CDBG Funds will be allocated to rehab the house which will serve to supplement
present housing resources which presently exist. The City of Auburn will contract with a
local partner to manage the house and its use protocols.

-~ The City of Auburn proposes to allocate $10,000 of its General Funds to support a
program that provides integrated care to non-Medicaid clients who require both substance
abuse treatment and mental health counseling.

Provide Decent Housing:

Bine Auburn residents by

= Maintain the affordability of decent housing for very low-i
: g Repair Program for the

allocating $72,750 of CDBG funds to the City of Auburn'’s | I

purpose of providing repairs necessary to maintain ,.~

homeowners, including 15 homeowners who are senior‘fu s@;% 5 homeowners who lack
T 1R

én
lifies o airment.

%
Expand Economic Opportunities: y ’i’%ﬁf&
. 2 %
= Create economic opportunities by providin/gf ‘f'é/availability and access@ unseling and
training for approximately 40 Auburn residéfjts, who are “f trying to su or create a

i allocating $37,500 of CDBG

x)‘:’ g - % - .
»  Create economic opportunities by g%}r%g the avail and access to train approximately
%

G i
M@j@t;,l‘?aét halt:BE

15 very-low income Auburn reside: s:50 :them can find and sustain a job
by allocating $10,000 of CDBG flmdﬁ%the Mﬁ/f ZService égﬁtgr Employment Program.

W Y ‘%‘%"f@
" 3 g
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DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS
CDBG Funds

Proposed CDBG Disbursements ,2010

Public Services /ﬁ

-- Community Health Centers: Dental Care jg{// $20,000
-- Community Health Centers: Medical Care fg;%{{ %30,750

-~ Multi-Service Center Employment Prog;fé{gy d %@%QOO
subtotal: Pu@@§gwices $66’4‘%9f

Capital Funds y 4 J )
- Affordable Housing Wg{%ﬁ@ ‘ fgf’ ’ &

..... City of Auburn Housing Repair Prﬁgram%f $72,750
--Suitable Living Envnroﬁj@%t @;ff

.. Community Centef@ebﬁf Seryice ”15? .. $153,000

-- Economic Development%; ’x"’ffxf”* "?’fffjﬂ,;

o

Busmessf ;g§s /s}gjt:e Centeg . $37,500
subto@%ap|tal Funds |  $263,250

Crz $81,000
Subtotal: Administration $81,000
Total CDBG Funds: $405,000
) 2010
imated Entitlement: $405,000
st

Total Estimated CDBG Funds $405,000
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General Funds 2010

rAuburn Human Service Agencies: l 2010
... ACAP: APPLE Parenting 5,000
. ACAP: Childcare Subsidies 25,000
.. Auburn Youth Resources
... Birth to Three Development Center b
... Auburn Boys & Girls Club /}';’;z 3
... CHS: Family Resource Center “fjff”y ¢
.. CHS: Strengthening Families Pri g& .00,
.. Children's Therapy Center ,;/%7 10,000%4,
. Communities In Schools 277 4l 4,000 “5";;,;@
% subtofl| 174,000 | 7
7
... Consejo %% i, 10,000
.. Crisis Clinic: 2-1-1 1pe. 94/, Teen Link7%,| 3,000
... DAWN T i, i, 9,000
KCW;‘ G 4 | 2250
.. JuBliéé CentersL atino Pragiam 1 7500
/,,g,é( : Behavi% Respong‘i;}s’;&ty Program 10,000
. BpH: DV Pﬁé’%ﬁj@é M 7,000
Vgéﬁfﬁsri% Sﬁ%%eﬁy Program 12,000 -
42w A g Rildren DV Services 5,000
?@cA DV Services 20,000
Uy, subtotal: | 106,000
;.;;;{f% o
7| . Auburn Respite 10,000
4., ChrigtGemmunity Free Clinic 20,000
" Jlodunity Health Centers: Medical 8,536
.. GfiefWorks 10,000
... Senior Services Vol. Transportation 5,000
... VCCC: COD Treatment 10,000
subtotal: 63,536




appropfiations. In the ever
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General Funds 2010

(Continued)

[Auburn Human Service Agencies: l 2010 ]
.. AFB: Emergency Food 35,000
.. AFB: Community Suppers 5,000

... St. Vincent de Paul: Emergency Assist. 5,000
... CCS: CHORE Program 1,500
... CCS: HOME/ARISE 15000
... Senior Center: Comm. Dining ! ;%f%%oo
... S8S: Meals on Wheels :‘/"‘(, :

. MSC: Emer & Transitional Housing,, /| 84‘
.. Pregnancy Aid /fé‘gfﬁf ;

.. United Way: Auburn Tax Prepé‘”f“?éﬁtfon
... Ukranian Comm. Center 4/
.. WWEE: REACH
... YWCA: Emergency Housing .
. R
.. YWCA: Transutudﬁaﬂﬂguqsmg Sk
S
i, f%ﬁg@gfsybtota
‘%:«':4,{; <-a@;;:‘§fxf,«§,

G ;TN
Qtﬁf%,!g,gal Fund .%;%%éimces{. “ $467,816

-actual revenues and no liability is to be incurred in excess of
6&;’ﬁgrevenues are different than the revenues estimated by the

“that a

CDBG‘(‘F’)’ifiaget, the followin‘%@ctions shall be taken:
G, 3

(a)

(®)

(c)

1¢e Programs: In the event the City receives a lesser amount of CDBG
bu@g{éﬁ%ﬂ for public services, then the reduction will be made as follows:

7

1. Reduce’or eliminate the appropriation to the Multi-Service Center's Employment
Program by $10,000 or the amount of the funding reduction, which ever amount
is less.

2. Reduce the appropriation to Community Health Centers Medical Care Program
by $30,750 or the remaining balance of the reduction, which ever amount is less.

CDBG Capital-Funds Programs: In the event of a reduction in CDBG capital funds, the
amount of reduction will be prorated evenly among the funded project.

Unspent CDBG Capital Grants: The funds appropriated to subrecipients for capital
improvements must be expended within the term of the subrecipient’s CDBG grant

10
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agreement. CDBG funds appropriated for capital improvements will be considered
abandoned, and the funds will be re-appropriated, if any of the following conditions exist:

(a) The term of the grant agreement expires and the subrecipient fails to request an
extension in accordance with the terms of the agreement.
(b) The subrecipient fails to submit a request for reimbursement or fails to submit an

activity report during the program year.

(©) The subrecipient fails to make the project “bid ready” within the first year after
the appropriation. “Bid ready” means that, at a minimum, the bid specifications
are drafted and the subrecipient is ready to solicit bids.

(d) General Fund Public Services:

1. Reduction of General Fund Revenues: In the«/ ﬁ% a reduction in the general

fund appropriation for human services, tli duc égis will be applied in the
following order: i gfggff

(a) Communities In Schools: Z sser of $2,000 or (f{{g&@mount of
the reduction. ;:/;,} x%é,

f“gfli‘rogram the ]es{

(b) St. Matthew's Jubilee et;}’grs Lat“
$2,500 or the remaining amoﬁ‘ﬁé}gw fe

i
(© CHORE Pro g /l;he lesser of $3; 90
xf"

of the reductio:

ﬁ&v k
(d) GriefWorks: the %ser 0 00 or the* fémammg amount of the
reduction. K 7 %f L4

3,

/x"z'f” 2
(e) 5 B%} eductldﬁg’»”" ain less tﬁg;fthe total amount of the
},,/,f’/ neral fu{r reducti6ffz, then the remaining amount of the
reduction will be apphe yenly by a prorated amount among the

& 2PPEE
i} 5" In the evé’ﬁf/ df«aﬁ increase in funding, then previous reductions
ted ounts, if any, will be restored to the amounts recommended for
%erse%fav% in which the above reductions were made. If funds remain

after all red Hons haX en restored, then the remaining funds will be distributed
ggfaccordmg to *t allocﬁ ion recommended by the Planning and Community
ff%@velopment Committee and approved by the City Council.

i, ,é;

FAIR HOUSING
—

4

The City of Auburn continues to monitor compliance with the Fair Housing Act. Complaints are
referred to the Washington State Human Rights Commission for resolution. In 2006, the City
completed an Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (Al) as required for CDBG
entitlement communities. The Fair Housing Consultant identified three impediments and made
three recommendations. The recommendations were:

e Expand current education and outreach efforts;
e Continue ongoing enforcement activities; and

e Target homeownership and lending marketing to minority households.

11
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The City is in the process of implementing these recommendations. Information about Fair
Housing will be put on the City of Auburn's website and made available at City Hall. The
information will include links pertaining to where residents can file a complaint in the event of
alleged discrimination. Information will be available in English and Spanish. Summary data
regarding the number of fair housing complaints filed against landlords and realtors in Auburn
will be reported in the CAPER.

PUBLIC HOUSING

i e
The City of Auburn continues to support public housing comm %g,és located within its city

limits. Many of the residents who receive the services prov(i; A | “the City's human service
grants live in public housing communities. Two grant regjj ;é‘i}’:t’g;?f are located within public
housing communities. In addition, the City of Aubungé,f%ﬁou’s’i’@fg%gepair program serves
approximately 10 — 12 residents per year who live at IX‘Q}Cfedars M(SBj:‘ggr& ome Park, which is
owned by the King County Housing Authority. Hom;g’;ﬁ%airs include fu &i’(}%ﬁ, hot water tanks,

wheelchair ramps and other repairs necessary tx%kééi) the home habitablé?., The following

=
>

summarizes the grants provided to specific publi C oﬁ%ing commynities: 5

s, gﬁ% ,,f*:;;f%?

7., A *
Agency/Program :.. Public Housing:€Communi Amount

- . %7, Titwood Ok
Auburn Boys & Girls Club %%g f% Fmood ’ gf% ) $30,000
Ry f;f‘ e ”a%:;;gy
Auburn Food Bank {,{%’j%, f&%%dale i, $35,000
Housing Repai Tall CedarsMobile Home Park 50,000
ousing Repairs 1; W g%e ar] $
ing Comt :@yfy’ Programs = $115,000
P ﬁ, x‘\

Y
f;! ‘e‘?iy

;Q?}%Xcon provide funding to regional and local agencies that provide
to homeless a;ﬁgjes. 010 the City will strive to maintain a continuum of care for
S amilies that irigludes enigrgency assistance, emergency shelters and transitional
housing. ] prov1d€:s funds for the provision of medical care, childcare and
employme training to help revent people from becoming homeless. The City of Auburn plans
to allocate $4 ) of it‘s'x;,Ggg,ﬁ‘eral Funds to provide more than 4,000 bednights of emergency
shelter and/or traﬁfs%t)io gkzhousing to approximately 120 Auburn residents. The following
summarizes the grants‘awarded with the intent to reduce chronic homelessness:

Agency / Program Award Residents | Services
Provided
DAWN Confidential Shelter $9,000 15 160 bednights
Multi-Service Center $8,000 29 870 bednights
HOME/ARISE Emergency Shelter $15,000 30 1,650 bednights
YWCA Emergency & Transitional Housing $17,780 - 46 1,400 bednights
Total: $49,780 120 4,080 bednights

12
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GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION ‘

CDBG funds spent on neighborhood revitalization and housing repairs for targeted
neighborhoods will occur within the Census Tract 306 and Census Tract 307. According to the
Census Bureau, these two census tracts are predominantly low income with median household
incomes less than 80% of the King County median household income. Public services funded
with CDBG funds and housing repairs in non-targeted neighborhoods will be offered to low
income or limited clientele residents citywide.

LEAD-BASED PAINT HAZARDS

The City of Auburn will continue to implement U.S. D¥¢]

S %Qf Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) regulations to protect young childre f@%},{sed paint hazards in
housing that is financially assisted by the federal goy&mment. The reqﬁ?‘z%nts apply only to

housing built before 1978, the year lead-based pg{' fg@ as banned nationwid€:for consumer use.

The following table summarizes actions required@;ﬁfﬁese regulz;ns. /é% (
22 £ 2,
Amount of Grant . <$5,000 52 > 525,000
z Identify and abate
General Approach Do No . : lead hazards
oD Wptice of | Pamphlet & Notice of
. . v A p
Notification Pamphléé”%@ k %f £ % ; %f ‘ Hazard Reduction
Evaluation i PantTesting Risk Assessment
. x ’f‘f;j;?g’f};{p"
m Codrols Abatement and
Interim Controls

S TO AFF
‘{f - — ‘}‘ffff’:?, ,‘:"
The @;’_ﬁ of Auburn wil @}tmue‘f&?pok at policies that remove barriers to affordable housing.

The Cit‘%@éﬁubum's Compj:jgélensive/ffand Use includes several policies and objectives that will
guide the g%;& toward achié;f;@g its affordable and fair housing goals. These policies include
maintaining é§§i{bility in land tise to achieve a balanced mix of affordable housing opportunities.
The City will'{{?égy}inue};;’ yZpursue mixed use developments that are consistent with the
. S . . .
transportation orlentfgﬂ};ggﬁe/lopments located in Auburn's downtown. The City will look for
opportunities with puﬁ and private agencies to implement policies and offer programs that help
alleviate physical and economic distress, conserve energy resources, improve the quality and
quantity of community services, and eliminate conditions that are detrimental to health, safety

and public welfare.

LOW-MODERATE INCOME BENEFITS

Over the past three years approximately 88% of the clients served by programs funded with
CDBG funds earned low to moderate incomes. The beneficiaries of programs funded in 2010

13
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with CDBG funds are not expected to deviate from these past trends. The City of Auburn will
continue to distribute its funds for human services based on priority needs identified for people
with low-to-moderate incomes with a particular emphasis on people who live in poverty.

POLICIES AND CERTIFICATIONS

Agencies applying for CDBG funds are required to respond to general and program specific
polices in their applications. All projects are evaluated to determine if they are:

1. Eligible relative to federal guidelines;

W
@
@]
=
w
Z
[22]
—
3
=
—
z,
=
—
]
S
2
4
=4
3
o)
5
=3
@
a.
o
=2
o

113
=3
£,
Q
=

5. Capable of developing and measuring out

These policies include, among others: G

: A
¢ Consistency with local codes and pohcifég%?

K::;-'f%‘f‘;:ry

ST 5 3 . . .
® Restrictions on the change of use of prof):’é%gy, nid buildings which were acquired or
2 . o,

improved with CDBG ﬁmg{;f,%w - «4%;%

* Minimization of displacemefit:

Adherence to federal wage ra
o f

eviewed to determine and assure agency compliance with its
ns. Deficiencies in record keeping are documented and
“deficiencies is provided. The failure to comply with
gulations could result in remedial actions and/or the termination

The City conducts an internal audit to ensure that its records are complete and agencies are
complying with applicable rules and regulations. In addition, the City’s records are subject to an
independent annual audit by the State Auditor. Both the City's internal audit and the State
Auditor test to determine the City’s compliance with the following CDBG requirements:

" Political Activity; * Federal Financial Reports;

® Davis-Bacon and Related Acts; * Allowable Costs & Cost Principles;

® Civil rights; * Drug-Free Workplace Act; and

* Cash Management; ® Various administrative
requirements.

14




- MORE INFORMATION

For more information and/or to get on the City's mailing list for Consolidated Plan
updates and grant applications, please contact:

Michael Hursh, Human Services Manager
Department of Administration

25 West Main Street, Auburn, WA 98001
Phone: (253) 804-5029

Email: mhursh@auburnwa.gov

a—

AUBURN * MORE THAN YOU IMAGINED



